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Abstract. We study the Schatten class membership of semicommutative martingale para-

products and use the transference method to describe Schatten class membership of purely

noncommutative martingale paraproducts, especially for CAR algebras and
8
b

k“1
Md in terms

of martingale Besov spaces.

Using Hytönen’s dyadic martingale technique, we also obtain sufficient conditions on the
Schatten class membership and the boundedness of operator-valued commutators involving

general singular integral operators.

We establish the complex median method, which is applicable to complex-valued functions.
We apply it to get the optimal necessary conditions on the Schatten class membership of

operator-valued commutators associated with non-degenerate kernels in Hytönen’s sense. This

resolves the problem on the characterization of Schatten class membership of operator-valued
commutators. Our results are new even in the scalar case.

Our new approach is built on Hytönen’s dyadic martingale technique and the complex
median method. Compared with all the previous ones, this new one is more powerful in

several aspects: paq it permits us to deal with more general singular integral operators with

little smoothness; pbq it allows us to deal with commutators with complex-valued kernels; pcq it
goes much further beyond the scalar case and can be applied to the semicommutative setting.

By a weak-factorization type decomposition, we get some necessary but not optimal condi-

tions on the boundedness of operator-valued commutators. In addition, we give a new proof of
the boundedness of commutators still involving general singular integral operators concerning

BMO spaces in the commutative setting.
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1. Introduction

Hankel operators were first studied by Hankel in [19]. Since then they have become an im-
portant class of operators. Later, Nehari characterized the boundedness of Hankel operators
on the Hardy space H2pTq in terms of the BMO space in [42], and Hartman discussed their
compactness by the VMO space in [20]. In [43], Peller obtained the Schatten p-class criterion
of Hankel operators by Besov space for 1 ď p ă 8, while the case 0 ă p ă 1 was investigated by
Peller in [44] and Semmes in [54], respectively.

In harmonic analysis, commutators involving singular integral and multiplication operators are
generalizations of Hankel type operators. So it is certainly worthwhile to study their boundedness,
compactness and Schatten class membership. In [7], Coifman, Rochberg and Weiss showed
the boundedness of commutators with regards to the BMO space on Rn, which yields a new
characterization of BMO. Soon after their work, Uchiyama sharpened one of their results and
showed the compactness of commutators by virtue of the CMO space in [56]. The Schatten
class membership of commutators was developed by Janson and Wolff in terms of Besov spaces
in [28]. Afterwards, Janson and Peetre established a fairly general framework to investigate the
boundedness and Schatten class of commutators in [27].

In addition, Petermichl discovered an explicit representation formula for the one-variable
Hilbert transform as an average of dyadic shift operators to investigate Hankel operators with
matrix symbol in [47]. Nazarov, Treil and Volberg in [41] proved the T p1q and the T pbq theorems
based on martingale paraproducts. Later, Hytönen refined in an essential way the method of
Nazarov, Treil and Volberg, and finally settled the well-known A2 conjecture [24]. Meanwhile, as
Hankel type operators, the dyadic operators, such as martingale paraproducts, serve as crucial
tools in harmonic analysis.

We would like to highlight that the dyadic operators in [24] can be considered as a particular
case of martingale paraproducts. In addition to its intrinsic connection with various operators in
harmonic analysis, martingale paraproducts are of much interest in their own right as they are
martingale variants of operators of Hankel type. The boundedness of martingale paraproducts
has been studied in [3]. In addition, the compactness and Schatten class membership have been
discussed in [4] for d-adic martingales.

Motivated by all this, we aim to establish the Schatten class membership of martingale para-
products in the noncommutative setting. Via the methodology developed by Hytönen, we also
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obtain the Schatten class and boundedness characterizations for operator-valued commutators
involving singular integral operators and noncommutative pointwise multiplication.

At first, we introduce noncommutative martingale paraproducts. Let M be a von Neumann
algebra equipped with a normal semifinite faithful trace τ . Given a semicommutative d-adic
martingale b “ pbkqkPZ P L2pR, L2pMqq, recall that the martingale paraproduct with symbol b is
defined as

πbpfq “

8
ÿ

k“´8

dkb ¨ fk´1, @f “ pfkqkPZ P L2pR, L2pMqq,

where dkb “ bk ´ bk´1 for any k P Z. See Subsection 2.3.2 for the definition of semicommutative
d-adic martingales. When d “ 2, d-adic martingales are just dyadic martingales.

When M “ C, Chao and Peng described the Schatten class membership of πb by virtue of
the martingale Besov spaces. They showed the following theorem (see [4, Theorem 3.1]):

Theorem 1.1. For 0 ă p ă 8 and a locally integrable function b, πb P SppL2pRqq if and only if

8
ÿ

k“´8

dk}dkb}
p
LppRq

ă 8.

Here SppHq denotes the Schatten p-class of operators on a Hilbert space H. Chao and Peng’s
proof invokes some results about Schatten p-norms in [52]. In [51], Pott and Smith gave another
proof of Theorem 1.1 based on the p-John-Nirenberg inequality for d “ 2. They also obtained
an equivalent characterization of the Schatten class membership of πb when M “ BpHq, still for
d “ 2.

Inspired by all this, we are concerned with the Schatten class membership of πb for semicom-
mutative d-adic martingales with arbitrary d and arbitrary semifinite von Neumann algebras
M. In addition, with the help of martingale paraproducts, we will consider the Schatten class
membership of operator-valued commutators.

Our first main theorem concerns the Schatten class membership of πb for semicommutative d-
adic martingales. More specifically, we use the semicommutative d-adic martingale Besov spaces
BBBd

ppR,Mq (see Definition 2.10) to characterize }πb}LppBpL2pRqqbMq:

Theorem 1.2. For 0 ă p ă 8, πb P LppBpL2pRqq bMq if and only if b P BBBd
ppR,Mq. Moreover,

(1.1) }πb}LppBpL2pRqqbMq «d,p }b}BBBd
ppR,Mq.

The concrete proof of Theorem 1.2 will be presented in Section 3. However, we will show
a much stronger result than the sufficiency part of Theorem 1.2, i.e. Lemma 3.2, by virtue of
Theorem 1.1. This new proof of the sufficiency part of Theorem 1.2 is much simpler and neater
than the original one which is given in [60].

It is much more tempting to study martingale paraproducts for purely noncommutative mar-
tingales. Let b “ pbkqkě1 be a noncommutative martingale. (see Subsection 2.2 for the definition.)
The noncommutative martingale paraproduct with symbol b for any noncommutative martingale
f “ pfkqkě1 P L2pMq is defined by

πbpfq “

8
ÿ

k“1

dkb ¨ fk´1.

However, it remains open under which circumstances πb is bounded in BpL2pMqq, which is also
deeply related to the operator-valued T p1q problem. The reader is referred to [22] for more details
about this celebrated problem.
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Let Md be the algebra of d ˆ d matrices equipped with the normalized trace. In particular, if
M “ L8pRq b Md, Katz employed an ingenious stopping time procedure in [30] to show

(1.2) }πb}BpL2pMqq ≲ logpd ` 1q}b}BMOpR,Mdq,

where BMOpR,Mdq is the strong operator BMO. We refer the reader to [37] for more infor-
mation for such BMO spaces. Meanwhile, Nazarov, Treil and Volberg independently obtained
(1.2) in [40] by the Bellman method, and they also gave an example to show that for any d P N
there exists b such that

}πb}BpL2pMqq ≳
a

logpd ` 1q}b}BMOpR,Mdq.

This implies that the boundedness of πb cannot be characterized solely by BMOpR,Mdq for
infinite-dimensional M.

In [39], Nazarov, Pisier, Treil and Volberg proved that log pd ` 1q is the optimal order of
the best constant in (1.2). Indeed, Mei showed that in general, }πb}BpL2pMqq cannot even be
dominated by the operator norm }b}M for infinite-dimensional M in [36].

Even though we do not know how to describe the boundedness of πb, surprisingly by the
transference method in [48] and Theorem 1.2, we get an equivalent characterization of the Schat-
ten class membership of πb for two families of noncommutative martingales, i.e. CAR algebra

denoted by C, and M “
8

b
k“1

Md.

For the CAR algebra, we obtain:

Theorem 1.3. For 0 ă p ă 8, πb P SppL2pCqq if and only if b P BBBppCq. Moreover,

}πb}SppL2pCqq «p }b}BBBppCq.

Similarly, for M “
8

b
k“1

Md, we also have:

Theorem 1.4. For 0 ă p ă 8, πb P SppL2pM qq if and only if b P BBBppM q. Moreover,

}πb}SppL2pM qq «d,p }b}BBBppM q.

The martingale Besov spaces BBBppCq and BBBppM q in Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 are defined
in Definition 2.16 and Definition 2.17, respectively. The proofs of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4
rely on Theorem 1.2 and the transference method.

Nowadays, the study of Schatten class of commutators attracts much attention and is going
through vast development. We refer the interested reader to [11, 12, 13, 17, 31, 32, 33]. Mo-
tivated by these remarkable works, we aim to investigate Schatten class of semicommutative
commutators. We will employ Theorem 1.2 to give a characterization of Schatten class member-
ship for operator-valued commutators involving singular integral operators and noncommutative
pointwise multiplication, in terms of operator-valued Besov spaces. Our method is based on the
dyadic representation of singular integral operators developed by Hytönen in [24] and [25]. We
first provide the setup for singular integral operators.

Let T P BpL2pRnqq be a singular integral operator with a kernel Kpx, yq, i.e. for any f P

L2pRnq

T pfqpxq “

ˆ
Rn

Kpx, yqfpyqdy, x R suppf.
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We assume that Kpx, yq is defined for all x ‰ y on Rn ˆ Rn and satisfies the following standard
kernel estimates:

(1.3)

$

’

’

&

’

’

%

|Kpx, yq| ď
C

|x ´ y|n
,

|Kpx, yq ´ Kpx1, yq| ` |Kpy, xq ´ Kpy, x1q| ď
C|x ´ x1|α

|x ´ y|n`α

for all x, x1, y P Rn with |x ´ y| ą 2|x ´ x1| ą 0 and some fixed α P p0, 1s and constant C ą 0.
In particular, if for any x ‰ y

(1.4) Kpx, yq “ ϕpx ´ yq,

where ϕ is homogeneous of degree ´n with mean value zero on the unit sphere, then T is called
a Calderón-Zygmund transform.

In the sequel, T : L2pRnq Ñ L2pRnq will always be assumed to satisfy the above standard
estimates (1.3) and to be bounded. The celebrated David-Journé T p1q theorem in [9] asserts
that for any singular integral operator T satisfying (1.3) , T is bounded on L2pRnq if and only if
T p1q and T˚p1q both belong to BMOpRnq and T satisfies the weak boundedness property. We
recall that BMOpRnq is the space consisting of all locally integrable functions b such that

}b}BMOpRnq “ sup
QĂRn

Q cube

ˆ

1

mpQq

ˆ
Q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
b ´

` 1

mpQq

ˆ
Q

b dm
˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dm

˙1{2

ă 8,

where m is Lebesgue measure on Rn.
Assume b P L2pRn, L2pMqq, and let Mb be the pointwise multiplication by b. The operator-

valued commutator is defined by CT,b “ rT,Mbs “ TMb´MbT , that is for any f P L2pRn, L2pMqq,

CT,bpfq “ T pb ¨ fq ´ b ¨ T pfq.

The operator-valued homogeneous Besov space BBBppRn, LppMqq is defined as the completion of
all b P SpL8pRnq b Mq satisfying

(1.5) }b}BBBppRn,LppMqq “

ˆ ˆ
RnˆRn

}bpxq ´ bpyq}
p
LppMq

|x ´ y|2n
dxdy

˙
1
p

ă 8,

with respect to the semi-norm } ¨ }BBBppRn,LppMqq. If M “ C and p ą n, BBBppRn, LppCqq “ BBBppRnq

coincides with the classical Besov space of parameters pp, p, n{pq, namely the space Λp,q
α pRnq in

[55, Chapter V, §5].
In the commutative setting, Janson and Wolff obtained the following theorem (see [28, Theo-

rem 1]):

Theorem 1.5. Let T be a Calderón-Zygmund transform with a kernel ϕ defined in (1.4). Assume
ϕ is C8pRnq except at the origin and not identically zero.

Suppose n ě 2 and 0 ă p ă 8. For 0 ă p ď n, CT,b P SppL2pRnqq if and only if b is constant.
For p ą n, CT,b P SppL2pRnqq if and only if b P BBBppRnq.

In the semicommutative setting, we get an analogous result for the following two cases: p ą n
when n ě 2, and p ą 2

1`α when n “ 1. (here α is the fixed constant in (1.3)). The following
theorem describes the Schatten class membership of operator-valued commutators.

Theorem 1.6. Suppose p ą n when n ě 2, or p ą 2
1`α when n “ 1. Let T P BpL2pRnqq

be a singular integral operator with kernel Kpx, yq satisfying (1.3). Suppose that b is a locally
integrable LppMq-valued function. If b P BBBppRn, LppMqq, then CT,b P LppBpL2pRnqq b Mq and

}CT,b}LppBpL2pRnqqbMq ≲n,p,T

`

1 ` }T p1q}BMOpRnq ` }T˚p1q}BMOpRnq

˘

}b}BBBppRn,LppMqq.
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Theorem 1.6 directly implies the sufficiency of Theorem 1.5 for p ą n if we just let M “ C. So
we give an alternative proof of the sufficiency of Theorem 1.5 for p ą n ě 2 based on martingale
paraproducts. Note that in particular, if T is the Hilbert transform and M “ BpHq, then
Theorem 1.6 has been shown in [51]. However, the authors in [51] used the dyadic representation
of the Hilbert transform established by Petermichl in [47], which is much easier than Hytönen’s
dyadic representation in [24] for general singular integral operators that is the key technique in
our proof of Theorem 1.6.

Our method from real analysis for the proof of Theorem 1.6 is different from the original
one from complex analysis used in [43]. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time that
Hytönen’s dyadic representation is utilized to estimate Schatten p-class of commutators involving
general singular integral operators. Compared with the dyadic representation of the Hilbert
transform used in [51], Hytönen’s dyadic representation is much more complicated because of the
appearance of dyadic shifts with high complexity and martingale paraproducts. This obviously
gives rise to some essential difficulties to overcome.

We will show Theorem 1.6 in a universal way for p ě 2 and n ě 1. In particular, as for the
case n “ 1, our method can still work well for 2

1`α ă p ă 2. At the time of this writing, we do

not know whether Theorem 1.6 holds for 0 ă p ď 2
1`α when n “ 1. However it should be noted

that the reason why the estimate of Schatten p-class in [43, 12] can be achieved for p ă 2 is that
they dealt with strong smoothness assumptions on the kernels of singular integral operators. But
in our setting, we just require the standard estimates (1.3). We also would like to stress that the
method in [27] which heavily relies on Schur multipliers fails in our current case due to the lack
of the smoothness condition of the kernels.

Especially, if T is a Calderón-Zygmund transform with a sufficiently smooth convolution
kernel, there is a relatively simple proof of Theorem 1.6 by using the dyadic representation
developed by Vagharshakyan [57] in the same way. This is because the dyadic shift operators
in Vagharshakyan’s dyadic representation are very simple and have little complexity compared
with Hytönen’s dyadic representation.

Indeed, when n “ 1, Theorem 1.6 holds for all 1 ă p ă 8 if the kernel of T satisfies α “ 1.
This means in this case that the kernel Kpx, yq is very regular in some sense. But this does not
imply that Kpx, yq is smooth. So Theorem 1.6 is also more general than all the previous known
results even when n “ 1 except the case 0 ă p ď 1.

It is also very interesting to study the converse to Theorem 1.6. To get a lower bound
of }CT,b}LppBpL2pRnqqbMq in terms of the operator-valued Besov norm of b, the kernel Kpx, yq

associated with T P BpL2pRnqq should not be very small. Inspired by Hytönen’s recent work [26],
we deal with “non-degenerate” kernels. (see Definition 9.2 for the definition of non-degenerate
kernels).

Theorem 1.7. Let n ě 1, 1 ă p ă 8 and T P BpL2pRnqq be a singular integral operator with
a non-degenerate kernel Kpx, yq satisfying (1.3). Suppose that b is a locally integrable LppMq-
valued function. If CT,b P LppBpL2pRnqq b Mq, then b P BBBppRn, LppMqq. Furthermore, we
have

}b}BBBppRn,LppMqq ≲n,p,T }CT,b}LppBpL2pRnqqbMq.

In particular, when n ě 2 and 1 ă p ď n, if CT,b P LppBpL2pRnqq b Mq, then b is constant.

From Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 1.7, we derive directly the following corollary.

Corollary 1.8. Suppose p ą n when n ě 2, or p ą 2
1`α when n “ 1. Let T P BpL2pRnqq be a

singular integral operator with a non-degenerate kernel Kpx, yq satisfying (1.3). Suppose that b
is a locally integrable LppMq-valued function. Then CT,b P LppBpL2pRnqq b Mq if and only if
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b P BBBppRn, LppMqq. Moreover, in this case

}CT,b}LppBpL2pRnqqbMq «n,p,T }b}BBBppRn,LppMqq.

In addition, when n ě 2 and 1 ă p ď n, then CT,b P LppBpL2pRnqq b Mq if and only if b is
constant.

We would like to emphasize that Corollary 1.8 is more general than Theorem 1.5 because it not
only concerns the semicommutative setting, but also deals with commutators involving general
singular integral operators, while [27] and [28] focus on Calderón-Zygmund transforms. We also
remark that our approach is completely different from that of Janson and Wolff. Therefore,
Theorem 1.6, Theorem 1.7 and Corollary 1.8 almost give a complete picture of Schatten class
membership of commutators involving singular integral operators associated with non-degenerate
kernels in the semicommutative setting.

Our proof of Theorem 1.7 relies on the proof of the commutative case M “ C. So we list
the scalar case of Theorem 1.7 as Theorem 9.1 in Section 9. Our main ingredient of the proof of
Theorem 9.1 is the following so-called complex median method, which is an extension of Lerner’s
real median method in [34].

Theorem 1.9. Let pΩ,F , µq be a measure space. Let I P F be of finite measure, and b be a
measurable function on I. Then there exist two orthogonal lines L1 and L2 in C which divide C
into four closed quadrants T1, T2, T3, T4 such that

µptx P I : bpxq P Tiuq ě
1

16
µpIq, i P t1, 2, 3, 4u.

Lerner’s real median method is a very important and useful technique, and it has been fre-
quently used in the study of weighted norm inequalities. However, it is well-acknowledged that
it is only applicable to real-valued functions, and unfortunately cannot be applied to complex-
valued ones. Our new complex median method can be utilized to complex-valued functions.
Thus this allows us to deal with singular integral operators with complex-valued kernels. This
is one of the main novelties of this article. We will use this new complex median method to give
a new proof of some results in [26], which is about to appear in our subsequent paper [58].

Last but not least, we consider the boundedness of operator-valued commutators involving
general singular integral operators on LppRn, LppMqq. Denote by BMOMpRnq the space con-
sisting of all M-valued functions b that are Bochner integrable on any cube such that

}b}BMOMpRnq “ sup
QĂRn
Q cube

ˆ

1

mpQq

ˆ
Q

›

›

›
b ´

` 1

mpQq

ˆ
Q

b dm
˘

›

›

›

2

M
dm

˙1{2

ă 8.

The next theorem states the boundedness of operator-valued commutators for p “ 2.

Theorem 1.10. Let T P BpL2pRnqq be a singular integral operator with kernel Kpx, yq satisfying
(1.3). If b P BMOMpRnq, then CT,b is bounded on L2pRn, L2pMqq and

}CT,b}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq ≲n,T

`

1 ` }T p1q}BMOpRnq ` }T˚p1q}BMOpRnq

˘

}b}BMOMpRnq.

Our proof of Theorem 1.10 is still based on Hytönen’s dyadic representation. When T is a
Riesz transform, Theorem 1.10 coincides with [22, Theorem A.1]. It seems that the proof of [22,
Theorem A.1] contains a gap that will be fixed in the present paper. Moreover, Theorem 1.10
involves general singular integrals, which is new in the semicommutative setting and answers an
open question in [22, Remark A.3].

Particularly, when M “ C, Theorem 1.10 is known; moreover, in this scalar case, CT,b is
bounded on LppRnq for any 1 ă p ă 8. The reader is referred to [21, Theorem 1.1] or [6,
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Theorem 3.1]. We will give a new proof of it. Our new approach is based on the boundedness of
martingale paraproducts, and needs some new interesting martingale inequalities (Lemma 12.4
and Proposition 12.5). The new proof is presented in Appendix 12.

We also study the converse to Theorem 1.10 in terms of operator-valued BMO spaces. Let b
be an M-valued function that is Bochner integrable on any cube in Rn. For any cube Q Ă Rn,
define

(1.6) MOpb;Qq “

ˆ

1

mpQq

ˆ
Q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
b ´

` 1

mpQq

ˆ
Q

b dm
˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dm

˙1{2

.

Following a similar argument as in [26], we obtain the following:

Theorem 1.11. Let T P BpL2pRnqq be a singular integral operator with a non-degenerate kernel
Kpx, yq satisfying (1.3). Let b be an M-valued function that is Bochner integrable on any cube
in Rn. Suppose that for any cube Q Ă Rn,

MOpb;Qq P M and MOpb˚;Qq P M.

If CT,b is bounded on L2pRn, L2pMqq, then b P BMOcrpRn,Mq. (see Subsection 2.4 for the
definition of BMOcrpRn,Mq.) Furthermore, we have

}b}BMOcrpRn,Mq ≲n,T }CT,b}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq.

We would like to remark that when M “ C, the converse to Theorem 1.10, which is the scalar
case of Theorem 1.11, seems to be much subtler. Coifman, Rochberg and Weiss obtained a partial
result of the “only if” part just for Riesz transforms in [7]. In [56], Uchiyama generalized this
result and obtained the “only if” part for any Calderón-Zygmund transforms with non-constant
kernel ϕ satisfying the smooth estimate:

(1.7) |ϕpxq ´ ϕpyq| ď |x ´ y|, @ |x| “ |y| “ 1.

Recently, Hytönen further extended it to general non-degenerate singular integral operators in
[26]. We refer to [26] for more details on the converse. In particular, our Theorem 1.11 has been
shown in [26] by Hytönen when M “ C.

Our proof of Theorem 1.11 is similar to that in [26], and we generalize the weak-factorization
type decomposition to the semicommutative setting following a similar argument as in [26]. How-
ever, as we now deal with the semicommutative case, some noncommutativity issues naturally
arise.

A summary of the main techniques and the contents seems to be in order. Section 2 is devoted
to notation and background, such as noncommutative Lp-spaces, noncommutative martingales,
martingale Besov spaces, operator-valued BMO spaces and Hardy spaces. We also define the
semicommutative martingale paraproducts associated with semicommutative d-adic martingales
by virtue of operator-valued Haar multipliers.

In Section 3, we aim to prove Theorem 1.2. We will prove a stronger result, namely Lemma
3.2, to show the sufficiency of Theorem 1.2. Our proof is also different from Pott and Smith’s
one [51]. Then we follow the pattern setup in [51] and [45] to show the necessity of Theorem
1.2. In Section 4 and Section 5, we will show Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 respectively by the
transference method with the help of Theorem 1.2. To that end, we transfer purely noncommu-
tative martingale paraproducts to semicommutative martingale paraproducts, which enables us
to apply Theorem 1.2.

In Section 6 and Section 7, by virtue of Hytönen’s dyadic representation for general singular
integral operators, we show Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 1.10 respectively. Our approach to Theo-
rem 1.6 differs from all the previous ones in similar situations as it is the first time that Hytönen’s
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dyadic representation is utilized to estimate Schatten p-norm. In addition, we also need to con-
sider Schatten class and boundedness of commutators involving martingale paraproducts, which
are of independent interest (see Proposition 6.4 and Proposition 7.3 for more details).

In Section 8, we invent the complex median method. As is well-known, Lerner’s real median
method turns out to be very powerful to deal with the lower bound of the boundedness and
Schatten class of commutators. However, all previous investigations of Lerner’s real median
method into lower bounds of commutators rT,Mbs require that the kernel of T and b be real-
valued functions. With the help of our new complex median method, we treat complex-valued
kernels. This constitutes perhaps one of the most important ideas of this article. We will also
use this complex median method to investigate Schatten class of commutators on spaces of
homogeneous type, which is about to appear in a subsequent paper [14].

Then we first show the scalar case of Theorem 1.7, i.e. Theorem 9.1, in Section 9 by the
complex median method. In Section 10, following the idea of the proof of Theorem 9.1 and
duality, we show Theorem 1.7 by virtue of a semicommutative variant of Rochberg and Semmes’
results [52]. At the end, we show Theorem 1.11 in Section 11 by a weak-factorization type
decomposition. We mainly use the argument from [26].

Throughout this paper, we will use the following notation: A ≲ B (resp. A ≲ε B) means that
A ď CB (resp. A ď CεB) for some absolute positive constant C (resp. a positive constant Cε

depending only on ε). A « B or A «ε B means that these inequalities as well as their inverses
hold. Denote by ei,j the matrix which has 1 in the pi, jq-th position as its only nonzero entry.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we provide notation and background that will be used in this paper.

2.1. Noncommutative Lp-spaces. Let M be a von Neumann algebra equipped with a normal
semifinite faithful trace τ . Denote by M` the positive part of M. Let S`pMq be the set
of all x P M` whose support projection has a finite trace, and SpMq be the linear span of
S`pMq. Then SpMq is a w˚-dense ˚-subalgebra of M. Let x P SpMq, then |x|p P SpMq for
any 0 ă p ă 8, where |x| :“ px˚xq1{2. Define

}x}p “ pτp|x|pqq1{p.

Thus } ¨ }p is a norm for p ě 1, and a p-norm for 0 ă p ă 1. The noncommutative Lp-space
associated with pM, τq is the completion of pSpMq, } ¨ }pq for 0 ă p ă 8 denoted by LppM, τq.
Let L0pM, τq be the family of all measurable operators with respect to pM, τq. We also write
LppM, τq simply by LppMq for short. When p “ 8, we set L8pMq :“ M equipped with the
operator norm.

In particular, when p “ 2, L2pMq is a Hilbert space. We will view M as a von Neumann
algebra on L2pMq by left multiplication, namely M ãÑ BpL2pMqq via the embedding x ÞÑ Lx P

BpL2pMqq, where x P M and Lxpyq :“ x ¨ y P L2pMq for any y P L2pMq. Hence in this way, M
is in its standard form. It is well-known that for 1 ď p ă 8 and p1 “

p
p´1

`

LppMq
˘˚

“ Lp1 pMq.

We refer the reader to [49] for a detailed exposition of noncommutative Lp-spaces.
If H is a Hilbert space and M “ BpHq equipped with the usual trace Tr, then LppMq is the

Schatten p-class on H and denoted by SppHq. Denote by η1 b η2 the rank 1 operator on H given
by

η1 b η2pηq “ η1xη2, ηy, @η P H,
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where η1 and η2 are two vectors in H. Then η1 b η2 P SpBpHqq, and for any 0 ă p ď 8

}η1 b η2}SppHq “ }η1}H}η2}H.

Now we present the tensor product of von Neumann algebras. Assume that each Mk pk “

1, 2q is equipped with a normal semifinite faithful trace τk. Then the tensor product of M1

and M2 denoted by M1 b M2 is the w˚-closure of spantx1 b x2 : x1 P M1, x2 P M2u in
BpL2pM1q b L2pM2qq. Here L2pM1q b L2pM2q is the Hilbert space tensor product of L2pM1q

and L2pM2q.
It is well-known that there exists a unique normal semifinite faithful trace τ on the von

Neumann algebra tensor product M1 b M2 such that

τ px1 b x2q “ τ1 px1q τ2 px2q , @x1 P SpM1q,@x2 P SpM2q.

τ is called the tensor product of τ1 and τ2 and denoted by τ1 b τ2.
LetMd be the algebra of dˆdmatrices equipped with the usual trace Tr. Denote by trd :“ 1

dTr
the normalized trace on Md. For k ě 1, let

`

Mbk
d , trbk

d

˘

“
k
b
i“1

pMd, trdq

be the tensor products in the sense of von Neumann algebras. We define
´

8

b
k“1

Md,
8

b
k“1

trd

¯

“
8

b
i“1

pMd, trdq

as the inductive limit of pMbk
d , trbk

d qkě1, also denoted by
8

b
k“1

Md for simplicity (see [18, Lemma

4.5] for the inductive limit).

In this paper, we are concerned with the von Neumann algebra tensor product of BpL2pRqq

and M, where BpL2pRqq is endowed with the usual trace Tr, and M is a semifinite von Neumann
algebra equipped with a normal semifinite faithful trace τ .

In the sequel, we will identify any left multiplication Lx P BpL2pMqq with x P M. Then for
any T P BpL2pRqq, T b Lx P BpL2pRqq b M ãÑ BpL2pRqq b BpL2pMqq “ BpL2pRq b L2pMqq,
and

}T b Lx}LppBpL2pRqqbMq “ }T }SppL2pRqq}x}LppMq.

In the following, we write T b Lx as x ¨ T , and thus

(2.1) px ¨ T qpfq “ T b Lxpfq “ x ¨ T pfq, @f P L2pR, L2pMqq.

2.2. Noncommutative martingales. This subsection is devoted to noncommutative martin-
gales. The reader is referred to [49] and [59]. Assume that M is a von Neumann algebra equipped
with a normal faithful semifinite trace τ and N is a von Neumann subalgebra of M such that the
restriction of τ to N is again semifinite. Then there exists a unique map E : M Ñ N satisfying
the following properties:

(1) E is a normal contractive positive projection from M onto N ;
(2) Epaxbq “ aEpxqb for any x P M and a, b P N ;
(3) τ ˝ E “ τ .

E is called the conditional expectation of M with respect to N . Besides, E extends to a contrac-
tive positive projection from LppMq onto LppN q for any 1 ď p ă 8, still denoted by E .

Recall that a filtration of von Neumann subalgebras of M is a nondecreasing sequence
pMnqně1 of von Neumann subalgebras of M such that YnMn is w˚-dense in M and the re-
striction of τ to Mn is also semifinite for every n. Let En be the conditional expectation of
M with respect to Mn. A sequence x “ pxnq Ă L1pMq is called a martingale with respect to
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pMnqně1 if Enpxn`1q “ xn for every n ě 1. In addition, if xn P LppMq with p ě 1, x is called an
Lp-martingale with respect to pMnqně1. Denote the martingale differences by dnx “ xn ´ xn´1

for n ě 1 with the convention x0 “ 0.

Remark 2.1. Let 1 ă p ď 8 and x “ pxnq a noncommutative martingale such that

sup
n

}xn}p ă 8.

Then there exists x8 P LppMq such that xn “ En px8q for every n.

We are going to introduce two particular noncommutative martingales: the CAR algebras and
tensor products of matrix algebras.

2.2.1. CAR algebra. We consider the following Pauli matrices:

σ0 “

ˆ

1 0
0 ´1

˙

, σ1 “

ˆ

0 1
1 0

˙

, σ2 “

ˆ

0 ´i
i 0

˙

.

For n ě 1, define

c2n´1 “ σ0 b ¨ ¨ ¨σ0 b σ1 b 1 b 1 ¨ ¨ ¨ , c2n “ σ0 b ¨ ¨ ¨σ0 b σ2 b 1 b 1 ¨ ¨ ¨ ,

where σ1 and σ2 occur in the n-th position. Then pcnqně1 are selfadjoint unitary operators and
satisfy the following canonical anticommutation relations (CAR):

(2.2) cjck ` ckcj “ 2δjk, j, k ě 1.

The CAR algebra (Clifford algebra) denoted by C is the von Neumann algebra generated by
pcnqně1. Let us give more details.

Let I denote the family of all finite subsets of N. For a nonempty A P I, we arrange the
integers of A in an increasing order and write A “ tk1 ă k2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă knu. Define maxpAq “ kn
and

cA “ ck1ck2 ¨ ¨ ¨ ckn .

If A “ H, we set maxpHq “ 1 and cA “ 1. Then cA is unitary for any A P I. If A is a
singleton tku, we still use ck instead of ctku. Let C0 be the family of all finite linear combinations
of pcAqAPI . Then C0 is an involutive algebra. Define τ to be the linear functional on C0 given by

(2.3) τpxq “ αH

for x “
ř

API
αAcA. One can check that τ is a positive faithful tracial state on C0. Then the CAR

algebra C is the von Neumann algebra of the GNS representation of τ . Note that pcAqAPI is an
orthonormal basis of L2pCq. We refer the reader to [53] and [50] for more information on CAR
algebra.

Let Cn be the von Neumann subalgebra generated by tcA : maxpAq ď nu for any n ě 1. It
is clear that Cn is of dimension 2n, and pCnqně1 is a filtration of C. Then for any b P LppCq

(1 ď p ď 8),

dnb “
ÿ

maxpAq“n

b̂pAqcA, @ n ě 1,

where b̂pAq “ τpc˚
A ¨ bq.

2.2.2. Tensor product of matrix algebras. Let Mn “ Mbn
d be endowed with the normalized

trace trbn
d . We embed Mn into M via the map x P Mn ÞÝÑ xb1b1b ¨ ¨ ¨ P M . Then pMnqně1

is a natural filtration of M . We will give an orthonormal basis of L2pM q in Section 5.

2.3. d-adic martingales and martingale Besov spaces. In this subsection, we introduce
d-adic martingales and martingale Besov spaces.
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2.3.1. d-adic commutative martingales. Let d ě 2 be a fixed integer. We are particularly
interested in d-adic commutative martingales since it is closely related to dyadic martingales on
Euclidean spaces. In this subsection, we give a general definition of d-adic commutative martin-
gales. Afterwards we will present an orthonormal basis of Haar wavelets for d-adic commutative
martingales, which will be used to represent martingale paraproducts and to define martingale
Besov spaces for semicommutative d-adic martingales (to be defined in Section 2.3.2).

Let Ω be a measure space endowed with a σ-finite measure µ. Assume that in Ω, there exists
a family of measurable sets In,k for n, k P Z satisfying the following properties:

(1) In,k are pairwise disjoint for any k if n is fixed;
(2) YkPZIn,k “ Ω for every n;
(3) In,k “ Yd

q“1In`1,kd`q´1 for any n, k, so each In,k is a union of d disjoint subsets
In`1,kd`q´1;

(4) µpIn,kq “ d´n for any n, k.

Then In,k are called d-adic intervals, and let D be the family of all such d-adic intervals. For

I P D, let Ĩ be the parent interval of I, and Ipjq the j-th subinterval of I, namely

pIn,kqpjq “ In`1,kd`j´1, @n, k P Z, 1 ď j ď d.

Denote by Dn the collection of d-adic intervals of length d´n in D. Given I P D, let DpIq be
the collection of d-adic intervals contained in I, and DnpIq the intersection of Dn and DpIq. For
each n P Z, denote by Fn the σ-algebra generated by the d-adic intervals In,k, @k P Z. Denote
by F the σ-algebra generated by all d-adic intervals for all In,k, @n, k P Z.

Then pFnqnPZ is a filtration associated with the measure space pΩ,F , µq. Denote by Lloc
1 pΩq

the family of all locally integrable functions g on Ω, that is, g P L1pIn,kq for all n, k P Z. For a
locally integrable function g P Lloc

1 pΩq, the sequence pgnqnPZ is called a d-adic martingale, where

gn “ Epg|Fnq “

8
ÿ

k“´8

1In,k

µpIn,kq

ˆ
In,k

g dµ.

The martingale differences are defined as dng “ gn ´ gn´1 for any n P Z. We also denote gn by
Enpgq (n P Z) as usual.

Definition 2.2. Let ω “ e
2πi
d (here i is the imaginary number). For any I “ In,k P D, define

hi
I “ dn{2

d´1
ÿ

j“0

ωipj`1q
1In`1,kd`j

, @ 1 ď i ď d ´ 1,

and h0
I “ dn{2

1I .

Then thi
IuIPD,1ďiďd´1 is an orthonormal basis on L2pΩq because @g P L2pΩq

(2.4) g “

8
ÿ

k“´8

dkg “

8
ÿ

k“´8

ˆ

ÿ

|I|“d´k`1

d´1
ÿ

i“1

hi
Ixhi

I , gy

˙

.

We call thi
IuIPD,1ďiďd´1 the system of Haar wavelets. Note that for any 1 ď i, j ď d ´ 1,

(2.5) hi
I ¨ hj

I “ µpIq´1{2hi`j
I ,

where i ` j is the remainder in r1, ds modulo d. The equality (2.5) is vital in our proofs of
Theorem 1.2 and Lemma 6.1.

Example 2.3. A natural example of d-adic martingales is where Ω “ R, µ “ m and In,k are
defined as follows

In,k “ rkd´n, pk ` 1qd´nq, @n, k P Z.
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Example 2.4. For d “ 2n and Ω “ Rn, define

Dk “ t2´kpr0, 1qn ` qq : q P Znu, @k P Z.
Then D “ t2´kpr0, 1qn ` qq : k P Z, q P Znu is the family of all 2n-adic intervals. Indeed, this is
the dyadic filtration on Rn.

Convention. In the sequel, for simplicity of notation, we will always assume that Ω “ R as this
does not change the d-adic martingale structure. Denote also by |I| the length mpIq of I P D.

We define the d-adic martingale BMO space as follows:

Definition 2.5. The martingale BMO space of d-adic martingale denoted by BMOdpRq is the
space of all locally integral functions b such that

(2.6) }b}BMOdpRq “ sup
nPZ

›

›

›

›

En

ˆ 8
ÿ

k“n`1

|dkb|
2

˙
›

›

›

›

1{2

8

ă 8.

For h P Lloc
1 pRq, we define the d-adic martingale square function

Sphq “

ˆ

ÿ

kPZ
|dkh|2

˙1{2

.

Definition 2.6. The d-adic martingale Hardy space is defined by

(2.7) Hd
1 pRq “ th P L1pRq : }h}Hd

1 pRq “ }Sphq}L1pRq ă 8u.

It is well-known that pHd
1 pRqq˚ “ BMOdpRq. We refer the reader to [15] for more details on

martingale Hardy spaces.

2.3.2. Semicommutative d-adic martingales and martingale Besov spaces. In this sub-
section, we are concerned with semicommutative d-adic martingales and martingale Besov spaces.
Firstly, we introduce the definition of semicommutative d-adic martingales. Then we give the
definitions of martingale Besov spaces for semicommutative d-adic martingales, CAR algebra

and M “
8

b
k“1

Md.

We define the semicommutative d-adic martingales in the same way as in the commutative
setting. Similarly, denote by Lloc

1 pR, L1pMqq the family of all f such that 1In,k
¨f P L1pR, L1pMqq

for any n, k P Z. Then @f P Lloc
1 pR, L1pMqq, the sequence pfnqnPZ is called a semicommutative

d-adic martingale, where

(2.8) fn “ Epf |Fnq “

8
ÿ

k“´8

1In,k

µpIn,kq

ˆ
In,k

f dµ.

For any f P L1pR, L1pMqq and g P L8pRq, define

xg, fy “

ˆ
R
g ¨ f dm.

One easily checks that xg, fy P L1pMq. By a slight abuse of notation, we use the same notation
x¨,¨y to denote the inner product in any given Hilbert space. Besides, by (2.8), the martingale
differences are given by

dnf “
ÿ

|I|“d´n`1

d´1
ÿ

i“1

hi
I b xhi

I , fy, @f P Lloc
1 pR, L1pMqq and n P Z.

Note that xhi
I , fy P L1pMq. Later, we will give a more general definition of martingale differences.
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Remark 2.7. By Remark 2.1, if f P LppR, LppMqq for 1 ă p ď 8, then

k
ÿ

n“´k

dnf ÝÑ f as k Ñ 8

in LppR, LppMqq (in w˚-topology for p “ 8).

We will utilize hi
I to give a direct representation of πb, which is easier to handle. It is well-

known that L2pR, L2pMqq “ L2pRq b L2pMq. In the sequel, for any f P L2pRq and x P L2pMq,
we use “x ¨ f ” (or “f ¨ x ”) to denote f b x P L2pR, L2pMqq for sake of simplicity.

Now we calculate πb. Let b P Lloc
1 pR, L1pMqq. For f P L2pR, L2pMqq, we have

(2.9)

πbpfq “

8
ÿ

k“´8

dkb ¨ fk´1

“

8
ÿ

k“´8

ˆ

ÿ

|I|“d´k`1

d´1
ÿ

i“1

hi
I b xhi

I , by

˙ˆ

ÿ

|I|“d´k`1

1I b

B

1I

|I|
, f

F˙

“
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

hi
I b xhi

I , by

B

1I

|I|
, f

F

,

which, by (2.1), can be rewritten as

(2.10) πbpfq “
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

hi
Ixhi

I , by

B

1I

|I|
, f

F

.

The adjoint operator of πb is given by @f P L2pR, L2pMqq

(2.11)

π˚
b pfq “

ÿ

kPZ
Ek´1pdkb

˚dkfq

“
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

1I

|I|
xhi

I , by
˚xhi

I , fy

“
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

1I

|I|
xb, hi

Iyxhi
I , fy.

From (2.10), we see that the martingale paraproduct πb with symbol b is induced by the
operator-valued Haar multiplier pbiIqIPD,1ďiďd´1 where

biI “ xhi
I , by.

Hence, in general, we define πb in the following way:

Definition 2.8. For any operator-valued Haar multiplier b “ pbiIqIPD,1ďiďd´1 Ă L0pMq, πb with
symbol b is defined as follows

(2.12) πbpfq “
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

hi
Ib

i
I

B

1I

|I|
, f

F

, @f P L2pR, L2pMqq.

Besides, the corresponding sequence of martingale differences pdnbqnPZ with symbol b is given by

(2.13) dnb “
ÿ

|I|“d´n`1

d´1
ÿ

i“1

hi
I ¨ biI , @n P Z.

Remark 2.9. In (2.12), if all but finitely many biI are 0, then πb is densely defined.
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Therefore, each operator-valued Haar multiplier in L0pMq corresponds to a sequence of mar-
tingale differences and vice versa. In the sequel, πb is defined as in (2.12), and for consistency of
notation, we identify biI and xhi

I , by by a slight abuse of notation.
As mentioned before, we use Haar wavelets to define martingale Besov spaces for semicom-

mutative d-adic martingales.

Definition 2.10. The martingale Besov space BBBd
ppR,Mq p0 ă p ă 8q of semicommutative

d-adic martingales is the space of all operator-valued Haar multipliers b “ pxhi
I , byqIPD,1ďiďd´1 Ă

L0pMq such that

(2.14) }b}BBBd
ppR,Mq “

ˆ

ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

ˆ

}xhi
I , by}LppMq

|I|1{2

˙p˙1{p

ă 8.

Remark 2.11. In particular, if M “ C, the martingale Besov space BBBd
ppR,Cq is as same as that

in [4].

Proposition 2.12. When 1 ď p ă 8, BBBd
ppR,Mq is a Banach space. When 0 ă p ă 1, BBBd

ppR,Mq

is a quasi-Banach space.

Proof. We just consider 1 ď p ă 8 and d “ 2 for simplicity as it is similar for 0 ă p ă 1 and
d ą 2. Note that D is a denumerable set. Let PpDq be the power set of D. Consider the following
function from all singletons of PpDq to r0,8q:

µptIuq “
1

|I|p{2
, @ I P D.

Then µ can be extended to be a measure on PpDq, and pD,PpDq, µq is a measure space. Hence
BBBd

ppR,Mq is equivalent to the Banach space LppD, LppMqq consisting of all LppMq-valued
Bochner Lp-integrable functions. □

Proposition 2.13. The subspace SpL8pRq b Mq X BBBd
ppR,Mq is dense in BBBd

ppR,Mq for 0 ă

p ă 8.

Proof. It is clear that for x P SpMq, b :“ hi
I b x P SpL8pRq b Mq belongs to BBBd

ppR,Mq, which
implies the desired result. □

The following two propositions give equivalent descriptions of BBBd
ppR,Mq.

Proposition 2.14. For any 0 ă p ă 8 and b P BBBd
ppR,Mq,

}b}BBBd
ppR,Mq «d,p

ˆ 8
ÿ

k“´8

dk}dkb}
p
LppR,LppMqq

˙1{p

.

Proof. Recall that martingale differences are defined in (2.13). Then @k P Z, one has

}dkb}
p
LppR,LppMqq

“
ÿ

IPDk´1

›

›

›

›

d´1
ÿ

i“1

hi
I ¨ biI

›

›

›

›

p

LppR,LppMqq

“ d´k ¨
ÿ

IPDk´1

1

|I|p{2

d´1
ÿ

j“0

›

›

›

›

d´1
ÿ

i“1

ωipj`1qbiI

›

›

›

›

p

LppMq

.

Let Z “
d
‘
k“1

M be the von Neumann algebra direct sum of d copies of M. One can check that

for any x :“ px1, x2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , xdqJ P Z,

}x}LppZq “

ˆ d
ÿ

i“1

}xi}
p
LppMq

˙1{p

.
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In other words, LppZq “ ‘d
pLppMq, where ‘d

p denotes the direct sum in the ℓdp-sense. Let

ξI “ pb1I , b
2
I , ¨ ¨ ¨ , bd´1

I qJ, ξ̃I “ pb1I , b
2
I , ¨ ¨ ¨ , bd´1

I , 0qJ

and

BI “

d´1
ÿ

i“1

d´1
ÿ

j“0

ωipj`1qej`1,i, B̃I “

d
ÿ

i“1

d´1
ÿ

j“0

ωipj`1qej`1,i.

Then
d´1
ÿ

j“0

›

›

›

›

d´1
ÿ

i“1

ωipj`1qbiI

›

›

›

›

p

LppMq

“ }BIξ}
p
LppZq

“ }B̃I ξ̃}
p
LppZq

«d,p }ξ̃}
p
LppZq

“

d´1
ÿ

i“1

}biI}
p
LppMq

.

It implies that
ˆ 8

ÿ

k“´8

dk}dkb}
p
LppR,LppMqq

˙1{p

«d,p

ˆ

ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

ˆ

}biI}LppMq

|I|1{2

˙p˙1{p

“ }b}BBBd
ppR,Mq.

This finishes the proof. □

Proposition 2.15. Let 1 ď p ă 8. Suppose b is a locally integrable LppMq-valued function and
b P BBBd

ppR,Mq. Then

}b}BBBd
ppR,Mq «d,p

˜

ÿ

kPZ
dk}b ´ bk}

p
LppR,LppMqq

¸1{p

.

Proof. On the one hand, since b P BBBd
ppR,Mq, from Proposition 2.14 we know that

ˆ

ÿ

kPZ
dk}dkb}

p
LppR,LppMqq

˙1{p

ă 8.

Then due to the Minkowski inequality we obtain
ˆ

ÿ

kPZ

´

8
ÿ

j“1

d´j{p
›

›dpj`kq{p ¨ dj`kb
›

›

LppR,LppMqq

¯p
˙1{p

ď

8
ÿ

j“1

d´j{p

ˆ

ÿ

kPZ

›

›dpj`kq{p ¨ dj`kb
›

›

p

LppR,LppMqq

˙1{p

“

8
ÿ

j“1

d´j{p

ˆ

ÿ

kPZ
dk}dkb}

p
LppR,LppMqq

˙1{p

“
1

d1{p ´ 1

ˆ

ÿ

kPZ
dk}dkb}

p
LppR,LppMqq

˙1{p

ă 8.

Besides, for any k P Z, notice that

}b ´ bk}LppR,LppMqq ď

8
ÿ

j“k`1

}djb}LppR,LppMqq

“

8
ÿ

j“1

}dj`kb}LppR,LppMqq

“ d´k{p ¨

8
ÿ

j“1

d´j{p
›

›dpj`kq{p ¨ dj`kb
›

›

LppR,LppMqq
.
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Thus
ˆ

ÿ

kPZ
dk}b ´ bk}

p
LppR,LppMqq

˙1{p

ď

ˆ

ÿ

kPZ

´

8
ÿ

j“1

d´j{p
›

›dpj`kq{p ¨ dj`kb
›

›

LppR,LppMqq

¯p
˙1{p

ď
1

d1{p ´ 1

ˆ

ÿ

kPZ
dk}dkb}

p
LppR,LppMqq

˙1{p

.

On the other hand, notice that for any k P Z,

}dkb}LppR,LppMqq “ }Ekpb ´ bk´1q}LppR,LppMqq ď }b ´ bk´1}LppR,LppMqq,

which implies that
ÿ

kPZ
dk}dkb}

p
LppR,LppMqq

ď d ¨
ÿ

kPZ
dk}b ´ bk}

p
LppR,LppMqq

.

The proof is completed. □

As for the martingale Besov spaces concerning the CAR algebra and M “
8

b
k“1

Md, we use the

martingale differences to formulate their definitions.

Definition 2.16. The martingale Besov space BBBppCq p0 ă p ă 8q for the CAR algebra is the
completion of the set consisting of all b P SpCq such that

}b}BBBppCq “

ˆ 8
ÿ

k“1

2k}dkb}
p
LppCq

˙1{p

ă 8,

with respect to } ¨ }BBBppCq.

Definition 2.17. The martingale Besov space BBBppM q p0 ă p ă 8q for M “
8

b
k“1

Md is the

completion of the set consisting of all b P SpM q such that

}b}BBBppM q “

ˆ 8
ÿ

k“1

d2k}dkb}
p
LppM q

˙1{p

ă 8,

with respect to } ¨ }BBBppM q.

Proposition 2.18. When 1 ď p ă 8, BBBppCq and BBBppM q are Banach spaces. When 0 ă p ă 1,
they are quasi-Banach spaces.

The proof of Proposition 2.18 is similar to that of Proposition 2.12, and we omit its proof.

2.4. Operator-valued BMO spaces and Hardy spaces. Let b be an M-valued function that
is Bochner integrable on any cube in Rn, and define the following operator-valued BMO spaces:

BMOcpRn,Mq “

"

b : }b}BMOcpRn,Mq “ sup
QĂRn
Q cube

›

›MOpb;Qq
›

›

M ă 8

*

,

BMOrpRn,Mq “

"

b : }b}BMOrpRn,Mq “ }b˚}BMOcpRn,Mq ă 8

*

,

BMOcrpRn,Mq “ BMOcpRn,Mq X BMOrpRn,Mq,

where MOpb;Qq is defined in (1.6).
Now we introduce the preduals of BMOcpRn,Mq and BMOrpRn,Mq, which are called

operator-valued Hardy spaces. Let 1 ď p ă 8. For any f P L1pRn, L1pMqq, let f̃px, yq “



NONCOMMUTATIVE MARTINGALE PARAPRODUCTS AND OPERATOR-VALUED COMMUTATORS 18

Py ˚ fpxq be the Poisson integral of f on the upper half plane Rn`1
` “ tpx, yq : x P Rn, y ą 0u,

where

Pypxq “
Γpn`1

2 q

π
n`1
2

y

py2 ` |x|2q
n`1
2

is the Poisson kernel, and Γ is the gamma function. Let γ “ tpx, yq P Rn`1
` : |x|2 ă y2u. The

operator-valued column Hardy space Hp,cpRn,Mq is the space of all f P L1pRn, L1pMqq such
that

}f}Hp,cpRn,Mq “

›

›

›

›

ˆˆ
γ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Bf̃

Bx
px ` ¨, yq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

`

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Bf̃

By
px ` ¨, yq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2 dxdy

yn´1

˙1{2›
›

›

›

LppRn,LppMqq

ă 8.

Similarly, define the operator-valued row Hardy space as follows

Hp,rpRn,Mq “

"

f P L1pRn, L1pMqq : }f}Hp,rpRn,Mq “ }f˚}Hp,cpRn,Mq ă 8

*

.

The following theorem in [37] is on the duality between operator-valued Hardy spaces and
BMO spaces.

Theorem 2.19.
`

H1,cpRn,Mq
˘˚

“ BMOcpRn,Mq. More precisely, every g P BMOcpRn,Mq

defines a continuous linear functional Lg on H1,cpRn,Mq by

Lgpfq “ τ

ˆˆ
Rn

gpxq˚fpxqdx

˙

, @f P H1,cpRn,Mq.

Conversely, if L P H1,cpRn,Mq˚, then there exists some g P BMOcpRn,Mq such that L “ Lg

as above. Similarly,
`

H1,rpRn,Mq
˘˚

“ BMOrpRn,Mq.

In addition, we also need another two kinds of L2pRnq-valued noncommutative Lp-spaces.
For any 1 ď p ď 8, the column noncommutative Lp-space LppM, Lc

2pRnqq (resp. the row
noncommutative Lp-space LppM, Lr

2pRnqq) is defined to be the space of all f P LppBpL2pRnqq b

Mq such that

}f}LppM,Lc
2pRnqq “

›

›

›

›

ˆˆ
Rn

|fpxq|2dx

˙1{2›
›

›

›

LppMq

ă 8

ˆ

resp. }f}LppM,Lr
2pRnqq “ }f˚}LppM,Lc

2pRnqq ă 8

˙

.

As in the commutative setting, operator-valued Hardy spaces admit atomic decomposition as
well. In what follows, we present the atomic decomposition for operator-valued Hardy spaces.
At first, we give the definition of Mc-atoms and Mr-atoms.

Definition 2.20. A function a P L1pM, Lc
2pRnqq (resp. a P L1pM, Lr

2pRnqq) is an Mc-atom
(resp. Mr-atom) if there exists a cube Q such that

(1) supp a Ď Q,
(2)
´
Q
apxqdx “ 0,

(3) }a}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq ď |Q|´1{2 ( resp. }a}L1pM,Lr

2pRnqq ď |Q|´1{2 ).

In [37], Mei proved that H1,cpRn,Mq and H1,rpRn,Mq have the following atomic decompo-
sition.
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Theorem 2.21. For any f P H1,cpRn,Mq,

}f}H1,cpRn,Mq « inf

"

ÿ

iPN
|λi| : f “

ÿ

iPN
λiai, where ai is an Mc-atom, and λi P C

*

.

Similarly, for any f P H1,rpRn,Mq,

}f}H1,rpRn,Mq « inf

"

ÿ

iPN
|λi| : f “

ÿ

iPN
λiai, where ai is an Mr-atom, and λi P C

*

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2. We divide this proof into two parts,
namely the sufficiency and necessity respectively. In this section, we will denote BpL2pRqq b M
by N for convenience. We first proceed with the sufficiency part.

3.1. The Sufficiency of Theorem 1.2. In this subsection, we are about to show that

b P BBBd
ppR,Mq ùñ πb P LppN q @ 0 ă p ă 8. p˚q

We will prove a stronger result, namely Lemma 3.2. We begin with the following lemma,
which was already shown by Rochberg and Semmes in [52]. However, we give a different and
self-contained proof by virtue of Theorem 1.1 with the help of martingale paraproducts.

Lemma 3.1. Let 0 ă p ă 8. Assume that teI,iuIPD,1ďiďd´1 and tfI,iuIPD,1ďiďd´1 are function

sequences in L2pRq satisfying suppeI,i, suppfI,i Ď I and }eI,i}8, }fI,i}8 ď |I|´
1
2 . Define

Apfq “
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

λI,ixeI,i, fyfI,i, @f P L2pRq,

where tλI,iuIPD,1ďiďd´1 Ă C. Then

}A}
p
SppL2pRqq

≲d,p

ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

|λI,i|
p.

Proof. Notice that A can be rewritten as

A “
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

λI,i ¨ fI,i b eI,i,

where fI,i b eI,i is defined in Section 2. When 0 ă p ď 1, by the triangle inequality, one has

}A}
p
SppL2pRqq

ď
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

|λI,i|
p}fI,i b eI,i}

p
SppL2pRqq

ď
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

|λI,i|
p}fI,i}

p
L2pRq

}eI,i}
p
L2pRq

ď
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

|λI,i|
p.
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When p “ 2k and k P N`, we calculate that

(3.1)

}A}
p
SppL2pRqq

“ Tr

ˆ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

λI,i ¨ fI,i b eI,i

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2k
˙

“ Tr

ˆ

´

ÿ

I,JPD

d´1
ÿ

i,j“1

λ˚
I,iλJ,j ¨ xfI,i, fJ,jyeI,i b eJ,j

¯k
˙

“
ÿ

I1,J1,¨¨¨ ,Ik,JkPD

d´1
ÿ

i1,j1,¨¨¨ ,ik,jk“1

λ˚
I1,i1λJ1,j1 ¨ ¨ ¨λ˚

Ik,ik
λJk,jk

¨

k
ź

s“1

xfIs,is , fJs,jsyxeJs,js , eIs`1,is`1y,

where we set Ik`1 “ I1 and ik`1 “ i1. Note that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

k
ź

s“1

xfIs,is , fJs,jsyxeJs,js , eIs`1,is`1
y

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

k
ź

s“1

B

1Is

|Is|1{2
,
1Js

|Js|1{2

FB

1Js

|Js|1{2
,

1Is`1

|Is`1|1{2

F

.

Then we have

(3.2)

}A}
p
SppL2pRqq

ď
ÿ

I1,J1,¨¨¨ ,Ik,JkPD

d´1
ÿ

i1,j1,¨¨¨ ,ik,jk“1

|λ˚
I1,i1 ||λJ1,j1 | ¨ ¨ ¨ |λ˚

Ik,ik
||λJk,jk |

¨

k
ź

s“1

B

1Is

|Is|1{2
,
1Js

|Js|1{2

FB

1Js

|Js|1{2
,

1Is`1

|Is`1|1{2

F

“
ÿ

I1,I2,¨¨¨ ,I2k´1,I2kPD

d´1
ÿ

i1,i2,¨¨¨ ,i2k´1,i2k“1

|λI1,i1 ||λI2,i2 | ¨ ¨ ¨ |λI2k´1,i2k´1
||λI2k,i2k |

¨

2k
ź

s“1

B

1Is

|Is|1{2
,

1Is`1

|Is`1|1{2

F

,

where we set I2k`1 “ I1. Consider the following martingale paraproduct

C “
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

|λI,i|
1{2 ¨ hi

I b
1I

|I|1{2
.

By the same calculation as in (3.1), one has

}C}
2p
S2ppL2pRqq

“
ÿ

I1,I2,¨¨¨ ,I2k´1,I2kPD

d´1
ÿ

i1,i2,¨¨¨ ,i2k´1,i2k“1

p|λI1,i1 |1{2q2p|λI2,i2 |1{2q2 ¨ ¨ ¨ p|λI2k´1,i2k´1
|1{2q2p|λI2k,i2k |1{2q2

¨

2k
ź

s“1

B

1Is

|Is|1{2
,

1Is`1

|Is`1|1{2

F

.

Then by (3.2) and Theorem 1.1,

}A}
p
SppL2pRqq

ď }C}
2p
S2ppL2pRqq

«d,p

ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

p|λI,i|
1{2q2p “

ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

|λI,i|
p.

This proves Lemma 3.1 for all even numbers p. Therefore by interpolation, the proof of Lemma
3.1 is finished. □
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Now we extend Lemma 3.1 to the semicommutative setting.

Lemma 3.2. Let 0 ă p ă 8. Assume that teI,iuIPD,1ďiďd´1 and tfI,iuIPD,1ďiďd´1 are function

sequences in L2pRq satisfying suppeI,i, suppfI,i Ď I and }eI,i}8, }fI,i}8 ď |I|´
1
2 . Define

Apfq “
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

λI,ixeI,i, fyfI,i, @f P L2pR, L2pMqq,

where tλI,iuIPD,1ďiďd´1 Ă LppMq. Then

}A}
p
LppN q

≲d,p

ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

}λI,i}
p
LppMq

.

Proof. Note that A can be rewritten as

A “
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

λI,i ¨ fI,i b eI,i.

When 0 ă p ď 1, by the triangle inequality, one has

}A}
p
LppN q

ď
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

}λI,i}
p
LppMq

}fI,i b eI,i}
p
SppL2pRqq

ď
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

}λI,i}
p
LppMq

}fI,i}
p
L2pRq

}eI,i}
p
L2pRq

ď
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

}λI,i}
p
LppMq

.

When p “ 2k, where k P N`, by the Hölder inequality we calculate that
(3.3)
}A}

p
LppN q

“ pTr b τq

ˆ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

λI,i ¨ fI,i b eI,i

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2k
˙

“ pTr b τq

ˆ

´

ÿ

I,JPD

d´1
ÿ

i,j“1

λ˚
I,iλJ,j ¨ xfI,i, fJ,jyeI,i b eJ,j

¯k
˙

“
ÿ

I1,J1,¨¨¨ ,Ik,JkPD

d´1
ÿ

i1,j1,¨¨¨ ,ik,jk“1

τpλ˚
I1,i1λJ1,j1 ¨ ¨ ¨λ˚

Ik,ik
λJk,jkq

k
ź

s“1

xfIs,is , fJs,jsyxeJs,js , eIs`1,is`1y

ď
ÿ

I1,J1,¨¨¨ ,Ik,JkPD

d´1
ÿ

i1,j1,¨¨¨ ,ik,jk“1

k
ź

s“1

}λIs,is}L2kpMq}λJs,js}L2kpMq

ˇ

ˇxfIs,is , fJs,jsyxeJs,js , eIs`1,is`1y
ˇ

ˇ

ď
ÿ

I1,J1,¨¨¨ ,Ik,JkPD

d´1
ÿ

i1,j1,¨¨¨ ,ik,jk“1

k
ź

s“1

}λIs,is}L2kpMq}λJs,js}L2kpMq

¨

k
ź

s“1

B

1Is

|Is|1{2
,
1Js

|Js|1{2

FB

1Js

|Js|1{2
,

1Is`1

|Is`1|1{2

F

,

where we set Ik`1 “ I1 and ik`1 “ i1. Now we define

B “
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

}λI,i}LppMq ¨
1I

|I|1{2
b

1I

|I|1{2
.
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Thus by (3.3) and Lemma 3.1, one has

(3.4) }A}
p
LppN q

ď }B}
p
SppL2pRqq

≲d,p

ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

}λI,i}
p
LppMq

.

Therefore by using interpolation, for any 1 ă p ă 8, we have

}A}
p
LppN q

≲d,p

ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

}λI,i}
p
LppMq

.

This completes the proof. □

Proof of the Sufficiency of Theorem 1.2. For any I P D and 1 ď i ď d ´ 1, let

eI,i “
1I

|I|1{2
, fI,i “ hi

I , and λI,i “
xhi

I , by

|I|1{2
.

One checks that suppeI,i, suppfI,i Ď I and }eI,i}8, }fI,i}8 ď |I|´
1
2 . Hence from Lemma 3.2 we

have

}πb}
p
LppN q

≲d,p

ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

}λI,i}
p
LppMq

“ }b}p
BBBd

ppR,Mq
.

The proof is finished. □

3.2. The Necessity of Theorem 1.2. We divide the proof into two cases: p ě 1 and 0 ă p ă 1.
Each one will be stated and proved in Propositions 3.4 and 3.5, respectively. For the first one,
the proof is easier and relies on the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let 1 ď p ă 8 and T P LppN q. E “ pEI,iqIPD,1ďiďd´1 is defined as the block
diagonal of T , where for I P D and 1 ď i ď d ´ 1, EI,i : L2pMq Ñ L2pMq is given by

xEI,ix, yy “ xThi
I b x, hi

I b yy, @x, y P L2pMq.

Then

}T }
p
LppN q

ě
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

}EI,i}
p
LppMq

.

Proof. Note that E is a trace preserving conditional expectation, and thereby contractive. □

Proposition 3.4. If p ě 1 and πb P LppN q, then b P BBBd
ppR,Mq.

Proof. First, define for any I P D, 1 ď i ď d ´ 1, x P L2pMq,

R : L2pR, L2pMqq Ñ L2pR, L2pMqq

hi
I b x ÞÑ hi

Ĩ
b x,
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where Ĩ is the parent interval of I. Then R is well-defined and bounded. Indeed, for any
f P L2pR, L2pMqq,

(3.5)

}Rf}L2pR,L2pMqq “

›

›

›

›

R
´

ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

xhi
I , fyhi

I

¯

›

›

›

›

L2pR,L2pMqq

“

›

›

›

›

ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

xhi
I , fyhi

Ĩ

›

›

›

›

L2pR,L2pMqq

“

›

›

›

›

ÿ

ĨPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

´

ÿ

IĂĨ
|I|“d´1|Ĩ|

xhi
I , fy

¯

hi
Ĩ

›

›

›

›

L2pR,L2pMqq

“

ˆ

ÿ

ĨPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

›

›

›

ÿ

IĂĨ
|I|“d´1|Ĩ|

xhi
I , fy

›

›

›

2

L2pMq

˙1{2

ď

ˆ

d
ÿ

ĨPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

ÿ

IĂĨ
|I|“d´1|Ĩ|

}xhi
I , fy}2L2pMq

˙1{2

“
?
d}f}L2pR,L2pMqq .

Now let E “ pEI,iqIPD,1ďiďd´1 be the block diagonal of πbR defined in Lemma 3.3. Then for
x, y P L2pMq, we have

xEI,ix, yy “ xπbRphi
I b xq, hi

I b yy “ xπbphi
Ĩ

b xq, hi
I b yy

“
ω´iq

|Ĩ|1{2
xxhi

I , byx, yy “
ω´iq

?
d|I|1{2

xxhi
I , byx, yy,

where Ĩpqq “ I, 1 ď q ď d. Thus EI,i “ ω´iq
?
d|I|1{2

xhi
I , by. Therefore, from (3.5) and Lemma 3.3,

we get

}πb}
p
LppN q

ě
1

dp{2
}πbR}

p
LppN q

ě
1

dp{2

ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

}EI,i}
p
LppMqq

“
1

dp

ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

ˆ

}xhi
I , by}LppMqq

|I|1{2

˙p

≳d,p }b}p
BBBd

ppR,Mq
.

This yields the desired result. □

Proposition 3.5. If 0 ă p ă 1 and πb P LppN q, then b P BBBd
ppR,Mq.

The remaining part of this subsection is devoted to the proof of Proposition 3.5. We will
follow the arguments in [45] or [51]. To this end, define for any m,n P Z

(3.6) πn,m
b “ dm`1πbdn`1.

Recall that dkb “
ř

|I|“d´k`1

d´1
ř

i“1

hi
Ixhi

I , by. Thus for any f P L2pR, L2pMqq,

πn,m
b pfq “

ÿ

IPDm
JPDn

d´1
ÿ

i,j“1

B

1I

|I|
, hj

J

F

hi
Ixhi

I , byxhj
J , fy.

If m ď n, then for I P Dm and J P Dn,
B

1I

|I|
, hj

J

F

“ 0.

It thus follows that πn,m
b “ 0.
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Let b P BBBd
ppR,Mq and N ě 2 be a fixed positive integer (to be chosen later). For k “

0, 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , N ´ 1, define

(3.7) πb,k “

8
ÿ

n“´8

8
ÿ

m“´8

πNn`k,Nm`k`1
b “

8
ÿ

m“´8

m
ÿ

n“´8

πNn`k,Nm`k`1
b .

In addition, we define

π
p0q

b,k “

8
ÿ

n“´8

πNn`k,Nn`k`1
b , π

p1q

b,k “

8
ÿ

m“´8

m´1
ÿ

n“´8

πNn`k,Nm`k`1
b .

Then

πb,k “ π
p0q

b,k ` π
p1q

b,k .

π
p0q

b,k is defined as the minor diagonal and will play an important role later. In the following, we

are about to obtain the lower bound of }πb}LppN q by }π
p0q

b,k}LppN q, which will be the dominant

term. The following lemma implies that }π
p1q

b,k}LppN q is the minor term since }πn,m
b }LppN q shrinks

rapidly when m ą n.

Lemma 3.6. Let b P BBBd
ppR,Mq. If m ą n and 0 ă p ă 1, then

}πn,m
b }

p
LppN q

ď pd ´ 1qdpn´mqp{2
ÿ

IPDm

d´1
ÿ

i“1

ˆ

}xhi
I , by}LppMq

|I|1{2

˙p

.

Proof. Write πn,m
b in the following concrete form:

(3.8)

πn,m
b “

ÿ

IPDm
JPDn

d´1
ÿ

i,j“1

B

1I

|I|
, hj

J

F

pπn,m
b q

i,j
I,J

“
ÿ

JPDn

d
ÿ

q“1

ÿ

IPDmpJpqqq

d´1
ÿ

i,j“1

ωqj 1

|J |1{2
pπn,m

b q
i,j
I,J ,

where

pπn,m
b q

i,j
I,J “ xhi

I , by ¨ hi
I b hj

J .

Hence

}πn,m
b }

p
LppN q

ď
ÿ

JPDn

ÿ

IPDmpJq

d´1
ÿ

i,j“1

ˆ

}pπn,m
b q

i,j
I,J}LppN q

|J |1{2

˙p

“
ÿ

JPDn

ÿ

IPDmpJq

d´1
ÿ

i,j“1

ˆ

}hi
I b hj

J}SppL2pRqq}xhi
I , by}LppMq

|J |1{2

˙p

“
ÿ

JPDn

ÿ

IPDmpJq

d´1
ÿ

i,j“1

ˆ

}xhi
I , by}LppMq

|J |1{2

˙p

“ pd ´ 1qdpn´mqp{2
ÿ

IPDm

d´1
ÿ

i“1

ˆ

}xhi
I , by}LppMq

|I|1{2

˙p

.

This finishes the proof. □

By virtue of Lemma 3.6, we estimate }π
p1q

b,k}LppN q as follows:
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Lemma 3.7. We have

N´1
ÿ

k“0

}π
p1q

b,k}
p
LppN q

ď
pd ´ 1qd´p{2

dNp{2 ´ 1
}b}p

BBBd
ppR,Mq

.

Proof. By Lemma 3.6, one has

}π
p1q

b,k}
p
LppN q

ď

8
ÿ

m“´8

m´1
ÿ

n“´8

}πNn`k,Nm`k`1
b }

p
LppN q

ď

8
ÿ

m“´8

m´1
ÿ

n“´8

pd ´ 1qdpNn´Nm´1qp{2
ÿ

IPDNm`k`1

d´1
ÿ

i“1

ˆ

}xhi
I , by}LppMq

|I|1{2

˙p

“

8
ÿ

m“´8

pd ´ 1qd´pNm`1qp{2
ÿ

IPDNm`k`1

d´1
ÿ

i“1

ˆ

}xhi
I , by}LppMq

|I|1{2

˙p m´1
ÿ

n“´8

dNnp{2

“
pd ´ 1qd´p{2

dNp{2 ´ 1

8
ÿ

m“´8

ÿ

IPDNm`k`1

d´1
ÿ

i“1

ˆ

}xhi
I , by}LppMq

|I|1{2

˙p

.

We then deduce

N´1
ÿ

k“0

}π
p1q

b,k}
p
LppN q

ď
pd ´ 1qd´p{2

dNp{2 ´ 1

ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

ˆ

}xhi
I , by}LppMq

|I|1{2

˙p

“
pd ´ 1qd´p{2

dNp{2 ´ 1
}b}p

BBBd
ppR,Mq

.

□

Now we come to the estimate of }π
p0q

b,k}
p
LppN q

. The following well-known lemma is straightfor-

ward but very helpful for us.

Lemma 3.8. Let 0 ă p ă 8. If tRiu1ďiďn are operators in LppN q satisfying R˚
i Rj “ 0, @1 ď

i, j ď n, i ‰ j and T “
n
ř

i“1

Ri, then

(3.9) }T }
p
LppN q

ě
1

n

n
ÿ

i“1

}Ri}
p
LppN q

.

Proof. This follows from the fact that

T˚T “

n
ÿ

i“1

R˚
i Ri ě R˚

i Ri.

□

Remark 3.9. It is obvious that our estimate is far from being optimal in (3.9), but it does not
affect our later proof. See [29, Theorem 1.3] or [5, Lemma 2.1] for better constants in (3.9).

Lemma 3.10. Let b P BBBd
ppR,Mq and 0 ă p ă 1. Then

N´1
ÿ

k“0

}π
p0q

b,k}LppN q ě
pd ´ 1qp{2´1

dp{2`1
}b}p

BBBd
ppR,Mq

.
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Proof. From (3.8) we deduce

πNn`k,Nn`k`1
b “

ÿ

JPDNn`k

d
ÿ

q“1

ÿ

IPDNn`k`1pJpqqq

d´1
ÿ

i,j“1

ωqj

|J |1{2
pπNn`k,Nn`k`1

b q
i,j
I,J

“
ÿ

JPDNn`k

d
ÿ

q“1

d´1
ÿ

i,j“1

ωqj

|J |1{2
pπNn`k,Nn`k`1

b q
i,j
Jpqq,J .

Then

π
p0q

b,k “

8
ÿ

n“´8

ÿ

JPDNn`k

d
ÿ

q“1

d´1
ÿ

i,j“1

ωqj

|J |1{2
pπNn`k,Nn`k`1

b q
i,j
Jpqq,J

“

d
ÿ

q“1

d´1
ÿ

i“1

8
ÿ

n“´8

ÿ

JPDNn`k

d´1
ÿ

j“1

ωqj

|J |1{2
pπNn`k,Nn`k`1

b q
i,j
Jpqq,J

“:
d
ÿ

q“1

d´1
ÿ

i“1

Aq,i.

Since the ranges of tpπNn`k,Nn`k`1
b q

i,j
Jpqq,Ju1ďqďd,1ďiďd´1 are mutually orthogonal, by Lemma

3.8 we have

}π
p0q

b,k}
p
LppN q

ě
1

dpd ´ 1q

d
ÿ

q“1

d´1
ÿ

i“1

}Aq,i}
p
LppN q

.

When q and i are fixed, the operator Aq,i is a block diagonal matrix with respect to the basis

thj
J , h

i
Jpqq

uJPDNn`k
. Consequently, one has

›

›

›

›

8
ÿ

n“´8

ÿ

JPDNn`k

d´1
ÿ

j“1

ωqj

|J |1{2
pπNn`k,Nn`k`1

b q
i,j
Jpqq,J

›

›

›

›

p

LppN q

“

8
ÿ

n“´8

ÿ

JPDNn`k

›

›

›

›

d´1
ÿ

j“1

ωqj

|J |1{2
pπNn`k,Nn`k`1

b q
i,j
Jpqq,J

›

›

›

›

p

LppN q

“

8
ÿ

n“´8

ÿ

JPDNn`k

›

›

›

›

d´1
ÿ

j“1

ωqj

|J |1{2
hi
Jpqq b hj

J

›

›

›

›

p

SppL2pRqq

}xhi
Jpqq, by}

p
LppMq

.

It is clear that
›

›

›

›

d´1
ÿ

j“1

ωqj

|J |1{2
hi
Jpqq b hj

J

›

›

›

›

SppL2pRqq

“
pd ´ 1q1{2

|J |1{2
.

Combining the preceding inequalities, we obtain

}π
p0q

b,k}
p
LppN q

ě
pd ´ 1qp{2

dpd ´ 1q

d
ÿ

q“1

d´1
ÿ

i“1

8
ÿ

n“´8

ÿ

JPDNn`k

1

|J |p{2
}xhi

Jpqq, by}
p
LppMq

“
pd ´ 1qp{2´1

dp{2`1

d´1
ÿ

i“1

8
ÿ

n“´8

ÿ

JPDNn`k`1

1

|J |p{2
}xhi

J , by}
p
LppMq

.

Hence
N´1
ÿ

k“0

}π
p0q

b,k}
p
LppN q

ě
pd ´ 1qp{2´1

dp{2`1

ÿ

JPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

ˆ

}xhi
J , by}LppMq

|J |1{2

˙p

“
pd ´ 1qp{2´1

dp{2`1
}b}p

BBBd
ppR,Mq

.

□
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Proposition 3.11. Let b P BBBd
ppR,Mq and 0 ă p ă 1. Then

}b}BBBd
ppR,Mq ≲d,p }πb}LppN q.

Proof. From (3.6) and (3.7) we observe that

πb,k “

ˆ 8
ÿ

m“´8

dNm`k`2

˙

πb

ˆ 8
ÿ

n“´8

dNn`k`1

˙

.

Note that
8
ř

n“´8

dNn`k`1 and
8
ř

m“´8

dNm`k`2 are projections with norm 1. Thus

}πb,k}LppN q ď }πb}LppN q.

By Lemmas 3.7 and 3.10, we have

}πb}
p
LppN q

ě
1

N

N´1
ÿ

k“0

}πb,k}
p
LppN q

ě
1

N

N´1
ÿ

k“0

`

}π
p0q

b,k}
p
LppN q

´ }π
p1q

b,k}
p
LppN q

˘

ě
1

N

ˆ

pd ´ 1qp{2´1

dp{2`1
´

pd ´ 1qd´p{2

dNp{2 ´ 1

˙

}b}p
BBBd

ppR,Mq
,

which yields the desired result as long as we choose N sufficiently large. □

Now we give the proof of Proposition 3.5.

Proof of Proposition 3.5. When 0 ă p ă 1, Proposition 3.5 follows from Proposition 3.11 and
the standard limit argument. Indeed, for any positive integer a, we define

bpaq “
ÿ

IPDpaq

d
ÿ

i“1

xhi
I , byh

i
I ,

where

Dpaq “ tIn,k P D : |n| ď a, |k| ď au.

To implement the limit argument, we need to show bpaq P BBBd
ppR,Mq. For any I P D and

1 ď i ď d ´ 1, define

(3.10) πI,i
b “ xhi

I , by ¨ BI,i,

where BI,i P BpL2pRqq is defined by

(3.11) BI,i “ hi
I b

1I

|I|
.

Then we have

(3.12) πb “
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

πI,i
b .

If I ‰ J or i ‰ j, then @g, h P L2pRq,

xpBI,iq˚BJ,jpgq, hy “ xBJ,jpgq, BI,iphqy “

B

1J

|J |
, g

FB

1I

|I|
, h

F

xhj
J , h

i
Iy “ 0,

which implies that

(3.13) pπI,i
b q˚pπJ,j

b q “ 0.
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So from (3.12) we get

(3.14) π˚
b πb “

ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

pπI,i
b q˚pπI,i

b q.

By (3.14), one has for any 0 ă p ă 8

}πb}LppN q ě }πI,i
b }LppN q “

}xhi
I , by}LppMq

|I|1{2
.

This implies that bpaq P BBBd
ppR,Mq. Therefore by Proposition 3.11,

}b}BBBd
ppR,Mq “ lim

aÑ8
}bpaq}BBBd

ppR,Mq ≲d,p }πb}LppN q.

This finishes the proof. □

Proof of the Necessity of Theorem 1.2. The desired result follows from Proposition 3.4 for p ě 1,
and from Proposition 3.5 for 0 ă p ă 1. □

4. Proof of Theorem 1.3

First recall the Walsh system. Let G “ t1,´1uN be equipped with the uniform distribution P .
Recall that for any n ě 1, εnppθkqkPNq :“ θn, @θ “ pθkqkPN P G. Then pεnqně1 is the Rademacher
sequence on G, namely a sequence of independent identically distributed random variables on
pG, P q such that P pεn “ 1q “ P pεn “ ´1q “ 1{2 for all n P N.

Recall that I denotes the family of all finite subsets of N. For a nonempty set A P I, we write
A “ tk1 ă k2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă knu in an increasing order. Define

ωA “ εk1
εk2

¨ ¨ ¨ εkn
.

If A “ H, we set εA “ 1. If A is a singleton tku, we still use ωk instead of ωtku. Thus pωAqAPI ,
called the Walsh system, is an orthonormal basis of L2pGq. Denote by Gn the σ-algebra generated
by tωA : maxpAq ď nu. Then pGnqně1 is the filtration of pG, P q for the Walsh system.

We define for any θ P G,
σθ : C Ñ C

ci ÞÑ εipθqci, @i P N.
Then σθ extends to a trace preserving automorphism of the CAR algebra C, and consequently
extends to an isometry on LppCq for all 0 ă p ă 8. By virtue of σθ, the CAR algebra can be

transfered to the operator-valued Walsh system. For any given b “
ř

API
b̂pAqcA P LppCq with

0 ă p ă 8, we define

b̃pθq “ σθpbq “
ÿ

API
b̂pAqcA ¨ ωApθq.

Then b̃ P LppG, LppCqq. Hence, for any given b, define the martingale paraproduct πb̃ of symbol

b̃ associated with the Walsh system on L2pG, L2pCqq by

πb̃ : L2pG, L2pCqq Ñ L2pG, L2pCqq

g ÞÑ

8
ÿ

k“1

dk b̃ ¨ gk´1.

In fact, πb̃ is a martingale paraproduct for semicommutative dyadic martingales.
Now we come to the proof of Theorem 1.3.
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Proof of Theorem 1.3. Since L2pCq – ℓ2pIq and L2pG, L2pCqq – ℓ2pI, L2pCqq, we represent πb

and πb̃ in the matrix form. For any A,B P I, note that for k ě 1

pcBqk´1 “
ÿ

maxpDqďk´1

τpc˚
D ¨ cBqcD “

#

cB , if k ´ 1 ě maxpBq;

0, otherwise.

Then

xcA, πbpcBqy “ xcA,
8
ÿ

k“1

dkb ¨ pcBqk´1y “ xcA,
ÿ

k´1ěmaxpBq

dkb ¨ cBy

“ xcA,
ÿ

maxpEqěmaxpBq`1

b̂pEqcE ¨ cBy

“ xcAc
˚
B ,

ÿ

maxpEqěmaxpBq`1

b̂pEqcEy.

From the CAR (2.2), we have

c˚
A “ ˘cA and cAcB “ ˘cA∆B , @A,B P I,

where A∆B “ pA Y BqzpA X Bq. Then

xcA, πbpcBqy “ x˘cA∆B ,
ÿ

maxpEqěmaxB`1

b̂pEqcEy

“

#

˘b̂pA∆Bq, if maxpA∆Bq ą maxpBq;

0, if maxpA∆Bq ď maxpBq,

“

$

’

&

’

%

b̂pA∆Bq, if maxpAq ą maxpBq and cAc
˚
B “ cA∆B ;

´b̂pA∆Bq, if maxpAq ą maxpBq and cAc
˚
B “ ´cA∆B ;

0, if maxpAq ď maxpBq.

In the same way, one has

xωA, πb̃pωBqy “

#

b̂pA∆BqcA∆B , if maxpAq ą maxpBq;

0, if maxpAq ď maxpBq.

Denote by

rπbs “

´

pπbqA,B

¯

A,BPI

the matrix form of πb with respect to the basis pcAqAPI , where pπbqA,B “ xcA, πbpcBqy. Analo-
gously, let

rπb̃s “

´

pπb̃qA,B

¯

A,BPI

be the matrix form of πb̃ with respect to the basis pωAqAPI , where pπb̃qA,B “ xωA, πb̃pωBqy. By
the above discussion, we see that

rπb̃s “

ˆ

pπbqA,BcAc
˚
B

˙

A,BPI

“

¨

˚

˚

˝

. . . 0
cA

0
. . .

˛

‹

‹

‚

API

prπbs b 1Cq

¨

˚

˚

˝

. . . 0
c˚
B

0
. . .

˛

‹

‹

‚

BPI

,

where 1C is the identity of C. So for any 0 ă p ă 8 this leads to

}πb̃}LppBpL2pGqqbCq “ }rπb̃s}LppBpℓ2pIqqbCq “ }rπbs}Sppℓ2pIqq ¨ }1C}LppCq “ }πb}SppL2pCqq.
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By Theorem 1.2, we have πb̃ P LppBpL2pGqq b Cq if and only if b̃ P BBB2
ppR, Cq, where

}b̃}BBB2
ppR,Cq «p

ˆ 8
ÿ

k“1

2k}dk b̃}
p
LppG,LppCqq

˙1{p

.

However, note that for any θ P G and k ě 1,

pdk b̃qpθq “
`

ÿ

maxpAq“k

b̂pAqcAωA

˘

pθq “ σθ

`

ÿ

maxpAq“k

b̂pAqcA
˘

“ σθpdkbq,

which yields

}dk b̃}
p
LppG,LppCqq

“

ˆ
G

}pdk b̃qpθq}
p
LpppCq

dP pθq “

ˆ
G

}σθpdkbq}
p
LpppCq

dP pθq “ }dkb}
p
LppCq

.

Therefore, we get πb P SppL2pCqq if and only if b P BBBppCq with relevant constants depending only
on p. Thus Theorem 1.3 is proved. □

5. Proof of Theorem 1.4

First we construct an orthonormal basis of Md, which will induce an orthonormal basis in

M “
8

b
k“1

Md. Let σ “ p1 2 ¨ ¨ ¨ dq be the d-cycle, and recall ω “ e2πi{d. Define

Ω “

"

Upi,jq “

d
ÿ

l“1

ωi¨lel,σjplq : 1 ď i, j ď d

*

.

Then Ω is an orthonormal basis of L2pMd, trdq, and every element of Ω is unitary. In particular,
Upd,dq “ 1. Moreover, such matrices Upi,jq satisfy the following properties.

Lemma 5.1. For any 1 ď i, j, k, l ď d, we have

(5.1)

#

U˚
pi,jq

“ ωi¨jUp´i,´jq,

Upi,jqUpk,lq “ ωj¨kU
pi`k,j`lq,

where i and i ` j are the remainder in r1, ds modulo d.

Proof. For any 1 ď i, j ď d, we calculate

U˚
pi,jq

“

d
ÿ

l“1

ω´i¨lej`l,l “

d
ÿ

l“1

ω´i¨pl´jqel,l´j “ ωi¨j
d
ÿ

l“1

ω´i¨lel,σ´jplq “ ωi¨jUp´i,´jq.

Besides, for any 1 ď i, j, k, l ď d, one has

Upi,jqUpk,lq “

d
ÿ

s“1

ωi¨ses,j`s ¨

d
ÿ

t“1

ωk¨tet,t`l “

d
ÿ

s“1

ωi¨sωk¨pj`sqes,j`s`l “ ωj¨k
d
ÿ

s“1

ωpi`kq¨ses,σj`lpsq

“ ωj¨kU
pi`k,j`lq,

as desired. □

Denote A “ tpk, ik, jkq : k P N, 1 ď ik, jk ď du. For any nonempty finite subset α “

tp1, i1, j1q, p2, i2, j2q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pn, in, jnqu Ă A , define maxpαq “ n. Besides, define maxpHq “ 1.
Let J be the family of all finite subsets α Ă A with pimaxpαq, jmaxpαqq ‰ pd, dq. For any given
α “ tp1, i1, j1q, p2, i2, j2q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pn, in, jnqu P J , define

Uα “ Upi1,j1q b Upi2,j2q b ¨ ¨ ¨ b Upin,jnq b 1 b 1 ¨ ¨ ¨ P M .



NONCOMMUTATIVE MARTINGALE PARAPRODUCTS AND OPERATOR-VALUED COMMUTATORS 31

In addition, we set UH “ 1. Then pUαqαPJ is an orthonormal basis of L2pM q. Next, we calculate
UαU

˚
β . For any given α, β P J , write

α “ tp1, ĩ1, j̃1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pmaxpαq, ĩmaxpαq, j̃maxpαqqu

where 1 ď ĩ1, j̃1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ĩmaxpαq, j̃maxpαq ď d and

β “ tp1, i1, j1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pmaxpβq, imaxpβq, jmaxpβqqu

where 1 ď i1, j1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , imaxpβq, jmaxpβq ď d. To calculate UαU
˚
β , we define ηα,β P J associated with

α and β as follows:

(1) if maxpαq “ maxpβq,

(5.2) ηα,β “ tp1, ĩ1 ´ i1, j̃1 ´ j1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pmaxpαq, ĩmaxpαq ´ imaxpαq, j̃maxpαq ´ jmaxpαqqu;

(2) if maxpαq ă maxpβq,

(5.3)
ηα,β “ tp1, ĩ1 ´ i1, j̃1 ´ j1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pmaxpαq, ĩmaxpαq ´ imaxpαq, j̃maxpαq ´ jmaxpαqq,

pmaxpαq ` 1, imaxpαq`1, jmaxpαq`1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pmaxpβq, imaxpβq, jmaxpβqqu;

(3) if maxpαq ą maxpβq,

(5.4)
ηα,β “ tp1, ĩ1 ´ i1, j̃1 ´ j1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pmaxpβq, ĩmaxpβq ´ imaxpβq, j̃maxpβq ´ jmaxpβqq,

pmaxpβq ` 1, ĩmaxpβq`1, j̃maxpβq`1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pmaxpαq, ĩmaxpαq, j̃maxpαqqu.

Notice that the case where α “ H or β “ H has been included in the construction of ηα,β . In

(5.2), (5.3) and (5.4), if ĩk ´ ik ď 0 (respectively j̃k ´ jk ď 0), then we can substitute ĩk ´ ik ` d
(respectively j̃k ´ jk ` d) for ĩk ´ ik (respectively j̃k ´ jk).

By Lemma 5.1, one verifies that

(5.5) UαU
˚
β “ λα,βUηα,β

,

where

λα,β “

#

ω´i1pj̃1´j1q ¨ ¨ ¨ω´imaxpαqpj̃maxpαq´jmaxpαqq, if maxpαq ď maxpβq;

ω´i1pj̃1´j1q ¨ ¨ ¨ω´imaxpβqpj̃maxpβq´jmaxpβqq, if maxpαq ą maxpβq.

This implies that |λα,β | “ 1.

Let υ “ e2πi{d
2

. Let R “ tυ1, υ2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , υd2

uN be equipped with the uniform distribution. For
1 ď i, j ď d, we define

hpi,jq “

d2
ÿ

l“1

υpdi`jql
1tvlu.

Similarly, for any given α “ tp1, i1, j1q, p2, i2, j2q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pn, in, jnqu P J , define

hα “ hpi1,j1q b hpi2,j2q b ¨ ¨ ¨ b hpin,jnq b 1 b 1 ¨ ¨ ¨ P L2pRq,

namely, for every t “ ptmqmPN P R,

hαptq “

n
ź

k“1

hpik,jkqptkq.

We also set hH “ 1. Then phαqαPJ is an orthonormal basis of L2pRq. Let Rn be the σ-algebra
generated by thα : maxpαq ď nu, and then pRnqně1 is a filtration for R. Indeed, a martingale
in L2pRq with respect to the filtration pRnqně1 is a d2-adic martingale.
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Define for any t “ ptmqmPN P R, and @k P N, 1 ď ik, jk ď d,

σhptq : M Ñ M

Utpk,ik,jkqu ÞÑ htpk,ik,jkquptkqUtpk,ik,jkqu.

Then σhptq extends to a trace preserving automorphism of M , and hence extends to an isometry
on LppM q for all 0 ă p ă 8.

Now for any given b “
ř

αPJ
b̂pαqUα P LppM q with b̂pαq “ τpU˚

α ¨ bq, we define

b̃ptq “ σhptqpbq “
ÿ

αPJ
b̂pαqUα ¨ hαptq.

Then b̃ P LppR, LppM qq. Therefore, for any given b, define the martingale paraproduct πb̃ of

symbol b̃ on L2pR, L2pM qq by

πb̃ : L2pR, L2pM qq Ñ L2pR, L2pM qq

g ÞÑ

8
ÿ

k“1

dk b̃ ¨ gk´1.

In fact, πb̃ is a martingale paraproduct for semicommutative d2-adic martingales.
Now we come to the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Since L2pM q – ℓ2pJ q and L2pR, L2pM qq – ℓ2pJ , L2pM qq, we represent
πb and πb̃ in the matrix form. Note that for k ě 1,

pUβqk´1 “

#

Uβ , if k ´ 1 ě maxpβq;

0, otherwise.

This implies

xUα, πbpUβqy “ xUα,
8
ÿ

k“1

dkb ¨ pUβqk´1y “ xUα,
ÿ

k´1ěmaxpβq

dkb ¨ Uβy

“ xUα,
ÿ

maxpγqěmaxpβq`1

b̂pγqUγUβy

“ xUαU
˚
β ,

ÿ

max γěmaxpβq`1

b̂pγqUγy.

Then by (5.5)

xUα, πbpUβqy “ xλα,βUηα,β
,

ÿ

max γěmaxpβq`1

b̂pγqUγy

“

#

λα,β ¨ b̂pηα,βq, if maxpαq ą maxpβq;

0, if maxpαq ď maxpβq.

In the same way, one has

xhα, πb̃phβqy “

#

b̂pηα,βqUηα,β
, if maxpαq ą maxpβq;

0, if maxpαq ď maxpβq.

Denote by

rπbs “

´

pπbqα,β

¯

α,βPJ
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the matrix form of πb with respect to the basis pUαqαPJ , where pπbqα,β “ xUα, πbpUβqy. Analo-
gously, let

rπb̃s “

´

pπb̃qα,β

¯

α,βPJ

be the matrix form of πb̃ with respect to the basis phαqαPJ , where pπb̃qα,β “ xhα, πb̃phβqy.
Observing that pπb̃qα,β “ pπbqα,βUαU

˚
β for any α, β P J , one has

rπb̃s “

ˆ

pπbqα,βUαU
˚
β

˙

α,βPJ

“

¨

˚

˚

˝

. . . 0
Uα

0
. . .

˛

‹

‹

‚

αPJ

prπbs b 1M q

¨

˚

˚

˝

. . . 0
U˚
β

0
. . .

˛

‹

‹

‚

βPJ

,

where 1M is the identity of M . So this implies that for any 0 ă p ă 8

}πb̃}LppBpL2pRqqbM q “ }rπb̃s}LppBpℓ2pJ qqbM q “ }rπbs}Sppℓ2pJ qq ¨ }1M }LppM q “ }πb}SppL2pM qq.

By Theorem 1.2, we have πb̃ P LppBpL2pRqq b M q if and only if b̃ P BBBd2

p pR,M q, where

}b̃}BBBd2
p pR,M q

«d,p

ˆ 8
ÿ

k“1

d2k}dk b̃}
p
LppR,LppM qq

˙1{p

.

However, note that for any t P R and k ě 1,

pdk b̃qptq “
`

ÿ

maxpαq“k

b̂pαqUαhα

˘

ptq “ σhptqp
ÿ

maxpαq“k

b̂pαqUαq “ σhptqpdkbq.

This yields

}dk b̃}
p
LppR,LppM qq

“

ˆ
R

}pdk b̃qptq}
p
LppM q

dt “

ˆ
R

}σhptqpdkbq}
p
LppM q

dt “ }dkb}
p
LppM q

,

Therefore, we conclude that πb P SppL2pM qq if and only if b P BBBppM q with relevant constants
depending only on d and p. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.4. □

6. Proof of Theorem 1.6

We first start with preparations concerning martingale paraproducts and Schatten classes,
namely Lemma 6.1 and Proposition 6.4, which will be helpful in the proof of Theorem 1.6. Then
we will introduce the key ingredient: the dyadic representation of singular integral operators by
Hytönen in [24] and [25]. This representation enables the reduction to the d-adic martingale set-
ting. Finally, we will give a proof of Theorem 1.6 using the result about martingale paraproducts
stated in Theorem 1.2. In the remainder of this section, we will still denote BpL2pRqq b M by
N .

6.1. Schatten class of operator-valued commutators involving martingale paraprod-
ucts.

Lemma 6.1. Assume that 1 ď p ă 8. For any semicommutative d-adic martingale f “

pfkqkPZ P L2pR, L2pMqq, we define

Λbpfq “
ÿ

kPZ
dkb ¨ dkf.
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If b P BBBd
ppR,Mq, then Λb P LppN q and

}Λb}LppN q ≲d,p }b}BBBd
ppR,Mq.

Proof. We write Λb as follows:

(6.1)

Λbpfq “
ÿ

kPZ
dkb ¨ dkf

“
ÿ

kPZ

´

ÿ

IPDk´1

d´1
ÿ

i“1

xhi
I , byh

i
I

¯´

ÿ

JPDk´1

d´1
ÿ

j“1

xhj
J , fyhj

J

¯

“
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

IPDk´1

´

d´1
ÿ

i“1

xhi
I , byh

i
I

¯´

d´1
ÿ

j“1

xhj
I , fyhj

I

¯

“
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

IPDk´1

´

ÿ

i`j“d

xhi
I , byxhj

I , fy
1I

|I|
`

d´1
ÿ

l“1

ÿ

i`j“l

xhi
I , byxhj

I , fy
hl
I

|I|1{2

¯

“
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

IPDk´1

´

ÿ

i`j“d

xb˚, hd´i
I yxhj

I , fy
1I

|I|
`

d´1
ÿ

l“1

ÿ

i`j“l

xhi
I , byxhj

I , fy
hl
I

|I|1{2

¯

“ pπb˚ q˚pfq ` Λ̃bpfq,

where we have used (2.11), and where

(6.2) Λ̃bpfq “
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

IPDk´1

d´1
ÿ

l“1

ÿ

i`j“l

xhi
I , byxhj

I , fy
hl
I

|I|1{2
.

By Theorem 1.2, we know

(6.3) }pπb˚ q˚}LppN q «d,p }b}BBBd
ppR,Mq.

It remains to estimate }Λ̃b}LppN q. We represent it into the matrix form. Note that for any
S, T P D, 1 ď s, t ď d ´ 1, and x, y P L2pMq,

xhs
S b x, Λ̃bpht

T b yqy “

#

xx, |S|´1{2xhs´t
S , byyy, if S “ T and s ‰ t,

0, otherwise.

This yields that Λ̃b is a block diagonal matrix with respect to the basis thi
IuIPD,1ďiďd´1. (If

s´t ă 0, replace s´t with s´t`d, and still denote it by s´t.) For any I P D, 1 ď s ‰ t ď d´1,
denote |I|´1{2xhs´t

I , by by aIs´t, and define aI0 “ 0. Hence one has

}Λ̃b}
p
LppN q

“
ÿ

IPD

›

›

›

›

ˆ

aIs´t

˙

1ďs,tďd´1

›

›

›

›

p

LppMd´1bMq

,

where Md´1 is equipped with the usual trace. Let

(6.4) BI “

¨

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˝

aI0 aId´1 ¨ ¨ ¨ aI2 aI1
aI1 aI0 aId´1 ¨ ¨ ¨ aI2
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
...

aId´2 ¨ ¨ ¨ aI1 aI0 aId´1

aId´1 ¨ ¨ ¨ aI2 aI1 aI0

˛

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‚

“

¨

˚

˚

˚

˚

˝

aI1
ˆ

aIs´t

˙

1ďs,tďd´1

...

aId´1

aId´1 ¨ ¨ ¨ aI1 aI0

˛

‹

‹

‹

‹

‚

.
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By Lemma 3.3, we have
›

›

›

›

ˆ

aIs´t

˙

1ďs,tďd´1

›

›

›

›

LppMd´1bMq

ď }BI}LppMdbMq,

which implies

}Λ̃b}
p
LppN q

ď
ÿ

IPD
}BI}

p
LppMdbMq

.

Note that we can write BI as

BI “ aI1A ` aI2A
2 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` aId´1A

d´1

with

A “ e1,d `

d´1
ÿ

j“1

ej`1,j .

Using the triangle inequality, one has

}Λ̃b}
p
LppN q

ď
ÿ

IPD
}aI1A ` aI2A

2 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` aId´1A
d´1}

p
LppMdbMq

≲d,p

ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

}aIiA
i}

p
LppMdbMq

ď
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

}aIi }
p
LppMq

}A}
p
SppMdq

≲d,p

ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

}aIi }
p
LppMq

“
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

ˆ

}xhi
I , by}LppMq

|I|1{2

˙p

“ }b}p
BBBd

ppR,Mq
.

Combining this with (6.3), we obtain the desired result. □

Remark 6.2. Lemma 6.1 also holds for 0 ă p ă 1 with the same proof, we leave the details to
the interested reader.

In what follows, we need to use the boundedness of the triangular projection on Schatten
classes. The triangular projection is defined as follows

P : Bpℓ2q ÝÑ Bpℓ2q

pmijqi,j ÞÝÑ pδiąj ¨ mijqi,j ,

where δiąj “ 1 if i ą j, and δiąj “ 0 if i ď j. It is well-known that P is bounded from Sppℓ2q to
Sppℓ2q when 1 ă p ă 8. We refer the reader to [16] for more information.

Then for 1 ă p ă 8, we can define P b IdLppMq on the algebraic tensor product Sppℓ2q b

LppMq. The next lemma is well-known, and the interested reader is referred to [60] for a detailed
proof.

Lemma 6.3. Let 1 ă p ă 8. Then P b IdLppMq extends to a bounded map on LppBpℓ2q bMq.
Moreover,

}P b IdLppMq}LppBpℓ2qbMqÑLppBpℓ2qbMq ≲ maxtp1, pu.

Before proving Theorem 1.6, we give the following proposition, which concerns the p-Schatten
class of operator-valued commutators involving martingale paraproducts and the left multiplica-
tion operator Mb.

Proposition 6.4. Let 1 ă p ă 8. If a P BMOdpRq and b P BBBd
ppR,Mq, then rπa,Mbs and

rπ˚
a ,Mbs both belong to LppN q. Moreover,

}rπa,Mbs}LppN q ≲d,p }a}BMOdpRq}b}BBBd
ppR,Mq

and
}rπ˚

a ,Mbs}LppN q ≲d,p }a}BMOdpRq}b}BBBd
ppR,Mq.



NONCOMMUTATIVE MARTINGALE PARAPRODUCTS AND OPERATOR-VALUED COMMUTATORS 36

Proof. Let

(6.5) Rbpfq “
ÿ

kPZ
bk´1 ¨ dkf, @f P L2pR, L2pMqq.

Note that for b, f P L2pR, L2pMqq, Mbpfq “ πbpfq ` Λbpfq ` Rbpfq. Thus

rπa,Mbs “ rπa, πbs ` rπa, Λbs ` rπa, Rbs.

We first estimate }rπa, Rbs}LppN q. For any f P L2pR, L2pMqq,

rπa, Rbspfq “ πapRbpfqq ´ Rbpπapfqq

“
ÿ

kPZ
dka ¨ Ek´1

ˆ

ÿ

jPZ
bj´1 ¨ djf

˙

´
ÿ

kPZ
bk´1 ¨ dk

ˆ

ÿ

jPZ
dja ¨ fj´1

˙

“
ÿ

kPZ
dka ¨

ˆ

ÿ

jďk´1

bj´1 ¨ djf

˙

´
ÿ

kPZ
bk´1 ¨ dka ¨ fk´1

“
ÿ

kPZ
dka ¨

ˆ

ÿ

jďk´1

bj´1 ¨ djf ´ bk´1 ¨ fk´1

˙

“ ´
ÿ

kPZ
dka ¨

ˆ

ÿ

jďk´1

djb ¨ djf

˙

´
ÿ

kPZ
dka ¨

ˆ

ÿ

jďk´1

djb ¨ fj´1

˙

“ ´
ÿ

kPZ
dka ¨

ˆ

ÿ

jďk´1

djb ¨ djf

˙

´ πapπbpfqq

“: ´Ψa,bpfq ´ πapπbpfqq.

Thus

(6.6) rπa, Rbs “ ´Ψa,b ´ πaπb.

From Theorem 1.2, we know that

}πb}LppN q ≲d,p }b}BBBd
ppR,Mq.

Since πa is bounded on L2pR, L2pMqq, one has

(6.7) }πaπb}LppN q ≲d,p }a}BMOdpRq}b}BBBd
ppR,Mq.

To deal with Ψa,b, let Qn “
␣

pS, sq : S P Dn, 1 ď s ď d ´ 1
(

and

Q “ ¨ ¨ ¨Q´2 Y Q´1 Y Q0 Y Q1 Y Q2 ¨ ¨ ¨ .

One needs only order the elements of Q according to n in Qn. The elements inside each Qn need
not be ordered. Note that L2pR, L2pMqq – ℓ2pQ, L2pMqq. Besides, we denote by

rΨa,bs “

ˆ

pΨa,bqpS,sq,pT,tq

˙

pS,sq,pT,tqPQ

the matrix form of Ψa,b with respect to the basis phs
SqpS,sqPQ, where pΨa,bqpS,sq,pT,tq “ xhs

S , Ψa,bpht
T qy.

Analogously, let

rπaΛbs “

ˆ

pπaΛbqpS,sq,pT,tq

˙

pS,sq,pT,tqPQ

be the matrix form of πaΛb.
Our aim is to prove that

(6.8) rΨa,bs “ pP b IdLppMqqprπaΛbsq.
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On the one hand, note that

(6.9)

Ψa,bpfq “
ÿ

kPZ
dka ¨

ˆ

Ek´1

´

ÿ

jPZ
djb ¨ djf

¯

´ Ek´1

´

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djf
¯

˙

“
ÿ

kPZ
dka ¨

ˆ

Ek´1pΛbpfqq ´ Ek´1

´

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djf
¯

˙

“ πapΛbpfqq ´
ÿ

kPZ
dka ¨ Ek´1

´

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djf
¯

.

Suppose that S P Dm, T P Dn, and m ą n. For any 1 ď s, t ď d ´ 1, note that dm`1h
s
S “ hs

S

and dn`1h
t
T “ ht

T , hence

xhs
S , Ψa,bpht

T qy ´ xhs
S , πapΛbpht

T qqy “ ´

B

hs
S ,

ÿ

kPZ
dka ¨ Ek´1

´

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djh
t
T

¯

F

“ ´

B

dm`1h
s
S ,

ÿ

kďn`1

dka ¨ Ek´1

´

dn`1b ¨ dn`1h
t
T

¯

F

“ ´

B

hs
S , dm`1

´

ÿ

kďn`1

dka ¨ Ek´1

`

dn`1b ¨ ht
T

˘

¯

F

“ xhs
S , 0y “ 0.

This implies that when S P Dm, T P Dn, and m ą n

(6.10) pΨa,bqpS,sq,pT,tq “ pπaΛbqpS,sq,pT,tq.

On the other hand,

Ψa,bpfq “
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

IPDk´1

d´1
ÿ

i“1

xhi
I , ayhi

I ¨

ˆ

ÿ

jďk´1

ÿ

LPDj´1

d´1
ÿ

l“1

xhl
L, byh

l
L ¨

ÿ

QPDj´1

d´1
ÿ

q“1

xhq
Q, fyhq

Q

˙

“
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

IPDk´1

d´1
ÿ

i“1

xhi
I , ayhi

I ¨

ˆ

ÿ

jďk´1

ÿ

LPDj´1

d´1
ÿ

l“1

d´1
ÿ

q“1

xhl
L, byxhq

L, fyhl`q
L

˙

“
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

xhi
I , ay ¨

ˆ

ÿ

I⫋L

d´1
ÿ

l“1

d´1
ÿ

q“1

xhl
L, byxhq

L, fyhi
Ih

l`q
L

˙

“
ÿ

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

xhi
I , ay ¨

ˆ

ÿ

I⫋L

d´1
ÿ

l“1

d´1
ÿ

q“1

xhl
L, byxhq

L, fy

B

1I

|I|
, hl`q

L

F

hi
I

˙

,

where the last equality follows from

hi
Ih

l`q
L “ hi

Ip1I ¨ hl`q
L q “

B

1I

|I|
, hl`q

L

F

hi
I , @I ⫋ L.

Combining the preceding equalities, we get

(6.11) pΨa,bqpS,sq,pT,tq “

$

&

%

xhs
S , ay

d´1
ř

l“1

xhl
T , by

B

1S

|S|
, hl`t

T

F

“ pπaΛbqpS,sq,pT,tq, if S ⫋ T ;

0, otherwise.

Hence from (6.10) and (6.11), we conclude (6.8).
From Lemma 6.1, we know that

}Λb}LppN q ≲d,p }b}BBBd
ppR,Mq.
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Hence from (6.8) and Lemma 6.3 one has

}Ψa,b}LppN q “ }rΨa,bs}LppBpℓ2pQqqbMq

“ }pP b IdLppMqqprπaΛbsq}LppBpℓ2pQqqbMq

≲p }rπaΛbs}LppBpℓ2pQqqbMq

“ }rπaΛbs}LppN q ≲d,p }a}BMOdpRq}b}BBBd
ppR,Mq.

Combining the preceding inequalities, we arrive at

}rπa, Rbs}LppN q ≲d,p }a}BMOdpRq}b}BBBd
ppR,Mq.

Therefore, by the triangle inequality we deduce that

}rπa,Mbs}LppN q ď }rπa, πbs}LppN q ` }rπa, Λbs}LppN q

` }rπa, Rbs}LppN q

≲d,p }a}BMOdpRq}b}BBBd
ppR,Mq.

It is easy to verify that

rπ˚
a ,Mbs˚ “ ´rπa,Mb˚ s.

Hence

}rπ˚
a ,Mbs}LppN q “ }rπa,Mb˚ s}LppN q ≲d,p }a}BMOdpRq}b}BBBd

ppR,Mq.

□

6.2. Hytönen’s dyadic representation. Now we introduce the dyadic system on Rn. Recall
that the standard system of dyadic cubes is

D0 “
␣

2´kpr0, 1qn ` qq : k P Z, q P Zn
(

.

Let D0
k “

␣

2´kpr0, 1qn ` qq : q P Zn
(

for any k P Z. Define ℓpIq “ 2´k and |I| “ 2´nk if I P D0
k.

Let ω “ pωjqjPZ P pt0, 1unqZ and define

(6.12) I 9̀ ω “ I `
ÿ

j:2´jăℓpIq

2´jωj .

Note that if ℓpIq “ 2´k, I X I 9̀ ω ‰ H unless a coordinate of
ř

j:2´jăℓpIq 2
´jωj is exactly 2´k.

Then set

Dω “
␣

I 9̀ ω : I P D0
(

,

which is obtained by translating the standard system. Indeed, in particular, if ω “ pωjqjPZ P

pt0, 1unqZ such that Dj0 P Z, @j ď j0, ωj “ 0, then

Dω “
␣

I `
ÿ

j

2´jωj : I P D0
(

.

Now for any k P Z, Dω
k “

␣

I 9̀ ω : I P D0
k

(

is the family of all dyadic cubes with volume 2´nk.
The following lemma implies that Dω is still a dyadic system.

Lemma 6.5. For any ω “ pωjqjPZ P pt0, 1unqZ, Dω on Rn is a dyadic system. More precisely,
for any k P Z,

Dω
k “ D0

k `
ÿ

jąk

2´jωj .
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Proof. By direct calculation,

Dω
k “

␣

I 9̀ ω : I P D0
k

(

“

#

I `
ÿ

jąk

2´jωj : I P D0
k

+

.

Note that

Dω
k “ D0

k `
ÿ

jąk

2´jωj “ D0
k `

ÿ

jěk

2´jωj “ pD0 `
ÿ

jěk

2´jωjqk,

and

Dω
k´1 “ D0

k´1 `
ÿ

jąk´1

2´jωj “ D0
k´1 `

ÿ

jěk

2´jωj “ pD0 `
ÿ

jěk

2´jωjqk´1,

where pD0 `
ř

jěk

2´jωjqk and pD0 `
ř

jěk

2´jωjqk´1 are the collections of cubes in D0 `
ř

jěk

2´jωj

with the corresponding volumes 2´nk and 2´npk´1q respectively. This implies that every cube in
Dω

k´1 is a union of 2n disjoint cubes in Dω
k . Hence, Dω is a dyadic system. □

We refer the reader to [23] for more details on Dω. For any I P Dω, let DωpIq be the collection
of cubes in Dω contained in I, and Dω

k pIq the intersection of Dω
k and DωpIq for any k P Z. In

addition, we assign to the parameter set pt0, 1unqZ the natural probability measure, that is the
infinite tensor product of the uniform probability measure

ř

ωPt0,1un
2´nδω. Here δω is the Dirac

measure. Denote by Eω the expectation on pt0, 1unqZ.
For convenience, denote the set t0, 1unzt0u by t0, 1un0 . Now for any given cube I “ I1 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ

In P Dω, let H0
Ii

“ |Ii|
´1{2

1Ii and H1
Ii

“ |Ii|
´1{2p1Iiℓ ´ 1Iir q, where 1Iiℓ and 1Iir are the left

and right halves of Ii for 1 ď i ď n. For any η P t0, 1un0 , we denote by Hη
I the function on the

cube I “ I1 ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ In which is the product of the one-variable functions:

Hη
I pxq “ H

pη1,¨¨¨ ,ηnq

I1ˆ¨¨¨ˆIn
px1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , xnq “

n
ź

i“1

Hηi

Ii
pxiq.

Hence tHη
I uIPDω,ηPt0,1un0

form an orthonormal basis of L2pRnq.

Let i, j P N Y t0u. For a fixed dyadic system Dω, the dyadic shift with parameters i, j is an
operator of the form

Sij
ω pfq “

ÿ

KPDω

Aij
Kpfq, Aij

Kpfq “
ÿ

I,JPDω;I,JĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

ξ,ηPt0,1un0

aξηIJKxHξ
I , fyHη

J ,

with coefficients aξηIJK satisfying

(6.13) |aξηIJK | ď

a

|I||J |

|K|
.

From the definition of Sij
ω , we see that I and J are the i-th and j-th generation of K respectively.

So when i or j is very large, the dyadic shift Sij
ω has very high complexity. This is the main

difficulty when dealing with Sij
ω . We also have the following properties:

(1) The map Sij
ω : L2pRnq Ñ L2pRnq is bounded with norm at most one,

(2) Sij
ω is of weak type p1, 1q with norm Opiq,

(3) For 1 ă p ă 8

}Sij
ω }LppRnqÑLppRnq ≲n,p i ` j.
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The reader is referred to [24] and [25] for more information.
Recall that in this paper, T : L2pRnq Ñ L2pRnq is always assumed to be bounded and its

kernel satisfies the estimates (1.3). The following is the dyadic representation of singular integral
operators discovered by Hytönen in [24] and [25] (see [25, Theorem 3.3]).

Theorem 6.6. Let T be a bounded singular integral operator. Then T has a dyadic expansion,
say for f, g P L2pRnq,

(6.14)
xg, T pfqy “ C1pT qEω

8
ÿ

i,j“0
maxti,juą0

τpi, jqxg, Sij
ω pfqy ` C2pT qEωxg, S00

ω pfqy

` Eωxg, πω
T p1qpfqy ` Eωxg, pπω

T˚p1qq˚pfqy,

where Sij
ω is the dyadic shift of parameters pi, jq on the dyadic system Dω, πω

b is the dyadic martin-
gale paraproduct on the dyadic system Dω associated with the BMO-function b P tT p1q, T˚p1qu,
C1pT q, C2pT q are positive constants depending on T , and τpi, jq satisfies

0 ď τpi, jq ≲ p1 ` maxti, juq2pn`αq2´αmaxti,ju.

Remark 6.7. Note that Sij
ω is always contractive on L2pRn, L2pMqq for all w and i, j. Besides,

the assumption that T p1q, T˚p1q P BMOpRnq implies that πω
T p1q

and pπω
T˚p1q

q˚ are still bounded

on L2pRn, L2pMqq. This yields that T is bounded on L2pRn, L2pMqq, and (6.14) also holds for
any f, g P L2pRn, L2pMqq.

The dyadic system Dω on Rn can be regarded as the 2n-adic system by our definition of d-adic
martingales (see Subsection 2.3.2). So we can define the martingale Besov space BBBω,2n

p pRn,Mq

on Rn by virtue of Hη
I similarly as in Definition 2.10. More precisely, BBBω,2n

p pRn,Mq p0 ă p ă 8q

associated with semicommutative dyadic martingales on Rn is the space of all operator-valued
Haar multipliers b “ pxHη

I , byqIPDω,ηPt0,1un0
Ă L0pMq such that

(6.15) }b}
BBBω,2n

p pRn,Mq
“

ˆ

ÿ

IPDω

ÿ

ηPt0,1un0

}xHη
I , by}

p
LppMq

|I|p{2

˙1{p

ă 8.

In addition, Theorem 1.2, Lemma 6.1, Proposition 6.4 also hold for the dyadic system on Rn

with d “ 2n since our proof only depends on the martingale structure, and does not depend on
the dimension of the Euclidean space.

The following lemma shows that }b}
BBBω,2n

p pRn,Mq
can be dominated by }b}BBBppRn,LppMqq. The

converse to this lemma can be found in Proposition 9.9.

Lemma 6.8. Let 1 ď p ă 8. If b P BBBppRn, LppMqq, then b P BBBω,2n

p pRn,Mq. Moreover, in this
case, }b}

BBBω,2n
p pRn,Mq

≲n }b}BBBppRn,LppMqq.

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume ω “ 0. For any given J P D0 and η P t0, 1un0 ,

}xHη
J , by}LppMq

|J |1{2
“

1

|J |1{2

›

›

›

›

B

Hη
J , b ´

B

1J

|J |
, b

FF
›

›

›

›

LppMq

ď
1

|J |

ˆ
J

›

›

›

›

bpxq ´

B

1J

|J |
, b

F
›

›

›

›

LppMq

dx

ď
1

|J |2

ˆ
JˆJ

}bpxq ´ bpyq}LppMqdxdy.
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Given t P Z, I P D0
t and η P t0, 1un0 , by the Hölder inequality, one has

ÿ

JPD0pIq

}xHη
J , by}

p
LppMq

|J |p{2
ď

ÿ

JPD0pIq

1

|J |2

ˆ
JˆJ

}bpxq ´ bpyq}
p
LppMq

dxdy

“

8
ÿ

s“t

ÿ

JPD0
spIq

1

p2npt´sq|I|q2

ˆ
JˆJ

}bpxq ´ bpyq}
p
LppMq

dxdy

“
1

|I|2

ˆ
RnˆRn

KIpx, yq}bpxq ´ bpyq}
p
LppMq

dxdy,

where

KIpx, yq “

8
ÿ

s“t

ÿ

JPD0
spIq

22nps´tq
1Jpxq1Jpyq.

Clearly, if x R I or y R I, then KIpx, yq “ 0. On the other hand, suppose that x, y P I, and
|x ´ y| ą

?
nℓpJq for some J P D0

spIq. Then D1 ď k ď n such that |xk ´ yk| ą ℓpJq, where xk is
the k-th coordinate of x. We then deduce that 1Jpxq1Jpyq “ 0. Hence

KIpx, yq ď 1Ipxq1Ipyq

t`tlog2p
?
nℓpIq{|x´y|qu
ÿ

s“t

22nps´tq ď
p4nqn

4n ´ 1

|I|2

|x ´ y|2n
1Ipxq1Ipyq,

where t¨u is the floor function.
Therefore, for a given t P Z, we sum up all I P D0

t , and obtain

ÿ

IPD0
t

ÿ

JPD0pIq

ÿ

η

}xHη
J , by}

p
LppMq

|J |p{2
ď

p4nqnp2n ´ 1q

4n ´ 1

ˆ
RnˆRn

}bpxq ´ bpyq}
p
LppMq

|x ´ y|2n
dxdy.

Finally letting t Ñ ´8, we have

}b}p
BBB0,2n

p pRn,Mq
≲n }b}pBBBppRn,LppMqq

.

□

6.3. Proof of Theorem 1.6. The following two lemmas will also be needed for the proof
of Theorem 1.6. Before formulating them, we introduce some definitions. Let peiqiPN be the
standard orthonormal basis on ℓ2. For any A P LppBpℓ2q bMq, denote by Ai,j the pi, jq-th entry
defined as

Ai,j “ xei, Aejy P LppMq.

Lemma 6.9. Suppose that pAγqγPΓ is a net of operators in LppBpℓ2q b Mq p1 ď p ă 8q. Let
A P LppBpℓ2q b Mq. If for any i, j P N and x P Lp1 pMq

lim
γ

τ

ˆ

`

pAγqi,j ´ Ai,j

˘

x

˙

“ 0,

then

}A}LppBpℓ2qbMq ď sup
γ

}Aγ}LppBpℓ2qbMq.

Proof. Note that for any projection ρ P Bpℓ2q with finite rank, one has for anyB P Lp1 pBpℓ2qbMq

Tr b τppρ b 1MqApρ b 1MqBq “ lim
γ

Tr b τppρ b 1MqAγpρ b 1MqBq.

By duality, this implies that

}pρ b 1MqApρ b 1Mq}LppBpℓ2qbMq ď sup
γ

}pρ b 1MqAγpρ b 1Mq}LppBpℓ2qbMq.
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Therefore, we have

}A}LppBpℓ2qbMq “ sup
ρ2

“ρ“ρ˚
finite rank

}pρ b 1MqApρ b 1Mq}LppBpℓ2qbMq

ď sup
ρ2

“ρ“ρ˚
finite rank

sup
γ

}pρ b 1MqAγpρ b 1Mq}LppBpℓ2qbMq

ď sup
γ

}Aγ}LppBpℓ2qbMq,

as desired. □

Let T P BpL2pRnqq. Then T b IdL2pMq extends to a bounded operator on L2pRn, L2pMqq.
We still denote it by T for simplicity. Thus by virtue of continuity and linearity, T satisfies the
following properties: for any f P SpL8pRnq b Mq and x P M
(6.16) T pfqx “ T pfxq and τpT pfxqq “ T pτpfxqq.

Lemma 6.10. Suppose that pTγqγPΓ is a bounded net of operators in BpLppRnqq for each p P

p1,8q. Assume that pTγqγPΓ converges to T P BpLppRnqq with respect to the weak operator
topology for each p P p1,8q. If 1 ă p ă 8 and b P LppRn, LppMqq, then

}CT,b}LppBpL2pRnqqbMq ď sup
γ

}CTγ ,b}LppBpL2pRnqqbMq.

Proof. First we show that for any finite cubes I, J Ă Rn and x P Lp1 pMq, one has

lim
γ

τ

ˆ

@

1I , CTγ ,bp1Jq
D

x

˙

“ τ

ˆ

@

1I , CT,bp1Jq
D

x

˙

.

Note that by (6.16)

τ

ˆ

@

1I , CTγ ,bp1Jq
D

x

˙

“ τ

ˆ

@

1I , Tγpb1Jq ´ bTγp1Jq
D

x

˙

“ τ
`@

1I , Tγpbx1Jq
D˘

´ τ
`@

x˚b˚
1J , Tγp1Jq

D˘

“
@

1I , Tγpτpbxq1Jq
D

´
@

τpx˚b˚q1J , Tγp1Jq
D

.

This implies that

lim
γ

τ

ˆ

@

1I , CTγ ,bp1Jq
D

x

˙

“
@

1I , T pτpbxq1Jq
D

´
@

τpx˚b˚q1J , T p1Jq
D

“ τ

ˆ

@

1I , CT,bp1Jq
D

x

˙

.

Hence, the desired result follows from Lemma 6.9. □

The remaining of the section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.6. For simplicity, we will
still denote BpL2pRnqq b M by N , where R is replaced by Rn.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. From Proposition 6.4 and Lemma 6.8, we have

}rπω
T p1q,Mbs}LppN q ≲n,p }T p1q}BMOpRnq}b}BBBppRn,LppMqq

and

}rpπω
T˚p1qq˚,Mbs}LppN q ≲n,p }T˚p1q}BMOpRnq}b}BBBppRn,LppMqq.

Hence by Theorem 6.6, it remains to estimate }rSij
ω ,Mbs}LppN q for any i, j P N Y t0u. By the

triangle inequality

}rSij
ω ,Mbs}LppN q ď }rSij

ω , πbs}LppN q ` }rSij
ω , Λbs}LppN q ` }rSij

ω , Rbs}LppN q.
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Here the operators πb, Λb and Rb are associated with the dyadic system Dω.
From Theorem 1.2 and Lemma 6.1, we know that

}πb}LppN q ≲n,p }b}
BBBω,2n

p pRn,Mq
, }Λb}LppN q ≲n,p }b}

BBBω,2n
p pRn,Mq

.

Meanwhile, recall that Sij
ω P BpL2pRn, L2pMqqq is contractive. Thus, using Lemma 6.8, one gets

}rSij
ω , πbs}LppN q ≲ }Sij

ω }}πb}LppN q ≲n,p }b}
BBBω,2n

p pRn,Mq
≲n }b}BBBppRn,LppMqq.

Similarly,

}rSij
ω , Λbs}LppN q ≲n,p }b}BBBppRn,LppMqq.

For any i, j P N Y t0u, we will show that }rSij
ω , Rbs}LppN q increases with polynomial growth

with respect to i and j uniformly on ω. Then from Theorem 6.6 and the triangle inequality, the
desired result will follow.

Without loss of generality, we assume ω “ 0. Let Φ “ rSij
0 , Rbs. Then

(6.17)

Φpfq “
ÿ

KPD0

ÿ

I,JPD0;I,JĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

ξ,ηPt0,1un0

aξηIJKxHξ
I , RbpfqyHη

J ´
ÿ

kPZ
bk´1dkpSij

0 pfqq.

Note that for any k P Z and ξ P t0, 1un0 , if I P D0
k, then dk`1H

ξ
I “ Hξ

I . Hence, for any I P D0
k,

xHξ
I , Rbpfqy “

B

Hξ
I ,
ÿ

lPZ
bl´1dlf

F

“

B

dk`1H
ξ
I ,
ÿ

lPZ
bl´1dlf

F

“

B

Hξ
I , dk`1

ˆ

ÿ

lPZ
bl´1dlf

˙F

“ xHξ
I , bkdk`1fy

“ xHξ
I , bk1Idk`1fy “

B

Hξ
I ,

B

1I

|I|
, b

F

1Idk`1f

F

“

B

1I

|I|
, b

F

xHξ
I , dk`1fy “

B

1I

|I|
, b

F

xHξ
I , fy.

For the second term in (6.17), one has

ÿ

kPZ
bk´1dkpSij

0 pfqq “
ÿ

kPZ
bk´1dk

ˆ

ÿ

KPD0

ÿ

I,JPD0;I,JĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

ξ,η

aξηIJKxHξ
I , fyHη

J

˙

“
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

KPD0
k´1´j

ÿ

I,JPD0;I,JĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

ξ,η

aξηIJKbk´1xHξ
I , fyHη

J

“
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

KPD0
k´1´j

ÿ

I,JPD0;I,JĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

ξ,η

aξηIJK

B

1J

|J |
, b

F

xHξ
I , fyHη

J

“
ÿ

KPD0

ÿ

I,JPD0;I,JĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

ξ,η

aξηIJK

B

1J

|J |
, b

F

xHξ
I , fyHη

J .
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Therefore,

(6.18)
Φpfq “

ÿ

KPD0

ÿ

I,JPD0;I,JĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

ξ,η

aξηIJK

ˆB

1I

|I|
, b

F

´

B

1J

|J |
, b

F˙

xHξ
I , fyHη

J “:
ÿ

KPD0

BKpfq.

Let bIJ “ x1I

|I|
, by ´ x1J

|J|
, by. Since BK1

, BK2
have orthogonal ranges when K1 ‰ K2, we see

B˚
K1

BK2
“ 0, @K1 ‰ K2,K1,K2 P D0,

which yields Φ˚Φ “
ř

KPD0

B˚
KBK . Note that @f P L2pRn, L2pMqq,

(6.19) B˚
KBKpfq “

ÿ

I,Ĩ,JPD0;I,Ĩ,JĎK

ℓpIq“ℓpĨq“2´iℓpKq

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

ξ,ξ̃,η

aξηIJKaξ̃η
ĨJK

b˚

ĨJ
bIJxHξ

I , fyH ξ̃

Ĩ
,

which implies that Φ˚Φ is a block diagonal matrix with blocks B˚
KBK for all K P D0. Conse-

quently, we have

(6.20)
}Φ}

p
LppN q

“ }Φ˚Φ}
p{2
Lp{2pN q

“
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

KPD0
k

}B˚
KBK}

p{2
Lp{2pN q

.

Denote by

rB˚
KBKs “

ˆ

pB˚
KBKq

pĨ,ζ̃q,pI,ζq

˙

Ĩ,IPD0;Ĩ,IĎK,ℓpĨq“ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq,ζ̃,ζPt0,1un0

the matrix form of B˚
KBK with respect to the basis tHζ

I uIPD0;IĎK,ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq,ζPt0,1un0
, where

pB˚
KBKq

pĨ,ζ̃q,pI,ζq
“ xH ζ̃

Ĩ
, B˚

KBKHζ
I y. We also denote the 2inp2n ´ 1q ˆ 2inp2n ´ 1q matrix by

(6.21) WK,J,η “

ˆ

WK,J,η

pĨ,ζ̃q,pI,ζq

˙

Ĩ,IPD0;Ĩ,IĎK,ℓpĨq“ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq,ζ̃,ζPt0,1un0

,

where WK,J,η

pĨ,ζ̃q,pI,ζq
“ aζηIJKaζ̃η

ĨJK
b˚

ĨJ
bIJ . Then by (6.19) one has

rB˚
KBKs “

ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

η

WK,J,η.

Now we divide the proof into two cases: p ě 2 for n ě 1 and 2
1`α ă p ă 2 for n “ 1.

(1) When p ě 2, using the triangle inequality, one has

}B˚
KBK}Lp{2pN q “ }rB˚

KBKs}Lp{2pM2inp2n´1q
bMq ď

ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

η

›

›WK,J,η
›

›

Lp{2pM2inp2n´1q
bMq

.
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Notice that

(6.22)

›

›WK,J,η
›

›

Lp{2pM2inp2n´1q
bMq

“

›

›

›

›

ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ζPt0,1u
n
0

aζηIJKaζηIJKbIJb
˚
IJ

›

›

›

›

Lp{2pMq

ď
ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ζPt0,1u
n
0

›

›

›
aζηIJKbIJ

›

›

›

2

LppMq
.

Besides, note that |aξηIJK | ď 2´pi`jqn{2 in (6.13). Hence by (6.20) and (6.22),

(6.23)

}Φ}
p
LppN q

ď
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

KPD0
k

ˆ

ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

η

›

›WK,J,η
›

›

Lp{2pM2inp2n´1q
bMq

˙p{2

ď
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

KPD0
k

ˆ

ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

η

ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ÿ

ξ

›

›

›
aξηIJKbIJ

›

›

›

2

LppMq

˙p{2

ď p2n ´ 1qp
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

KPD0
k

ˆ

2´pi`jqn
ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

}bIJ}2LppMq

˙p{2

.

Since bIJ “ bIK ´ bJK , by the triangle inequality and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

(6.24)

ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

}bIJ}2LppMq

ď
ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

2p}bIK}2LppMq ` }bJK}2LppMqq

ď 2jn`1
ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

}bIK}2LppMq ` 2in`1
ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

}bJK}2LppMq.

Note that bIK ¨ 1I “ pbk`i ´ bkq ¨ 1I , and sum all I and J , one has

(6.25)

2´pi`jqn
ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

}bIJ}2LppMq

ď 2kn`1

ˆ

ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

}bIK ¨ 1I}2L2pRn,LppMqq `
ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

}bJK ¨ 1J}2L2pRn,LppMqq

˙

“ 2kn`1

ˆ

}pbk`i ´ bkq1K}2L2pRn,LppMqq ` }pbk`j ´ bkq1K}2L2pRn,LppMqq

˙

ď 21`2nk{p

ˆ

i
k`i
ÿ

l“k`1

}dlb ¨ 1K}2LppRn,LppMqq ` j
k`j
ÿ

l“k`1

}dlb ¨ 1K}2LppRn,LppMqq

˙

.
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Hence using the convex inequality, we obtain

}Φ}
p
LppN q

ď p2n ´ 1qp2p
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

KPD0
k

2nk
ˆ

ip´1
k`i
ÿ

l“k`1

}dlb ¨ 1K}
p
LppRn,LppMqq

` jp´1
k`j
ÿ

l“k`1

}dlb ¨ 1K}
p
LppRn,LppMqq

˙

“ p2n ´ 1qp2ppip ` jpq
ÿ

kPZ
2nk}dkb}

p
LppRn,LppMqq

≲n,p pip ` jpq}b}p
BBB0,2n

p pRn,Mq
≲n pip ` jpq}b}pBBBppRn,LppMqq

.

Since the above estimation is independent of the choose of ω, one has

}rSij
ω , Rbs}LppN q ≲n,p pip ` jpq1{p}b}BBBppRn,LppMqq,

which yields

}rSij
ω ,Mbs}LppN q ≲n,p pip ` jp ` 1q1{p}b}BBBppRn,LppMqq.

Therefore by Lemma 6.10 and the triangle inequality,

}rT,Mbs}LppN q

“

›

›

›

›

„

C1pT qEω

8
ÿ

i,j“0
maxti,juą0

τpi, jqSij
ω ` C2pT qEωS

00
ω ` Eωπ

ω
T p1q ` Eωpπω

T˚p1qq˚,Mb

ȷ
›

›

›

›

LppN q

≲T

8
ÿ

i,j“0

τpi, jqEω}rSij
ω ,Mbs}LppN q ` Eω}rπω

T p1q ` pπω
T˚p1qq˚,Mbs}LppN q

≲n,p,T

`

1 ` }T p1q}BMOpRnq ` }T˚p1q}BMOpRnq

˘

}b}BBBppRn,LppMqq.

This finishes the proof for p ě 2.
(2) When n “ 1 and 2

1`α ă p ă 2, we use the same method as in the case p ě 2. Note that in

this case p{2 ă 1, using the triangle inequality for p{2-norm, from (6.22) and (6.23) one has

}Φ}
p
LppN q

ď
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

KPD0
k

ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

η

ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ÿ

ξ

›

›

›
aξηIJKbIJ

›

›

›

p

LppMq
.

Note that |aξηIJK | ď 2´pi`jq{2 in (6.13), then we estimate

}Φ}
p
LppN q

ď
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

KPD0
k

1

2pi`jqp{2

ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

}bIJ}
p
LppMq

.

Since bIJ “ bIK ´ bJK , by the triangle inequality and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

(6.26)

ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

}bIJ}
p
LppMq

ď
ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

2p´1p}bIK}
p
LppMq

` }bJK}
p
LppMq

q

“ 2j`p´1
ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

}bIK}
p
LppMq

` 2i`p´1
ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

}bJK}
p
LppMq

.
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Note that bIK ¨ 1I “ pbk`i ´ bkq ¨ 1I , and sum all I and J , one has

(6.27)

ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

}bIJ}
p
LppMq

ď 2i`j`k`p´1
`

}pbk`i ´ bkq1K}
p
LppRn,LppMqq

` }pbk`j ´ bkq1K}
p
LppRn,LppMqq

˘

.

Hence we obtain

}Φ}
p
LppN q

ď
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

KPD0
k

2p´1ip´1

2pi`jqpp{2´1q´k

k`i
ÿ

l“k`1

}dlb ¨ 1K}
p
LppRn,LppMqq

`
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

KPD0
k

2p´1jp´1

2pi`jqpp{2´1q´k

k`j
ÿ

l“k`1

}dlb ¨ 1K}
p
LppRn,LppMqq

“ 2p´12pi`jqp1´p{2qpip ` jpq
ÿ

kPZ
2k}dkb}

p
LppRn,LppMqq

≲p 2pi`jqp1´p{2qpip ` jpq}b}p
BBB0,2

p pRn,Mq
≲ 2pi`jqp1´p{2qpip ` jpq}b}pBBBppRn,LppMqq

.

Since the above estimation is independent of the choose of ω, one has

}rSij
ω , Rbs}LppN q ≲p

`

2pi`jqp1´p{2qpip ` jpq
˘1{p

}b}BBBppRn,LppMqq,

which yields

}rSij
ω ,Mbs}LppN q ≲p

`

2pi`jqp1´p{2qpip ` jpq ` 1
˘1{p

}b}BBBppRn,LppMqq

≲ 22maxti,jup1´p{2q{ppi ` j ` 1q}b}BBBppRn,LppMqq.

Since 2
1`α ă p ă 2, we get

8
ÿ

i,j“0

τpi, jq}rSij
ω ,Mbs}LppN q

≲p

8
ÿ

i,j“0

p1 ` maxti, juq2p1`αq`12maxti,ju

`

2p1´p{2q{p´α
˘

}b}BBBppRn,LppMqq ă 8.

Therefore by Lemma 6.10 and the triangle inequality,

}rT,Mbs}LppN q

“

›

›

›

›

„

C1pT qEω

8
ÿ

i,j“0
maxti,juą0

τpi, jqSij
ω ` C2pT qEωS

00
ω ` Eωπ

ω
T p1q ` Eωpπω

T˚p1qq˚,Mb

ȷ
›

›

›

›

LppN q

≲T

8
ÿ

i,j“0

τpi, jqEω}rSij
ω ,Mbs}LppN q ` Eω}rπω

T p1q ` pπω
T˚p1qq˚,Mbs}LppN q

≲p,T

`

1 ` }T p1q}BMOpRnq ` }T˚p1q}BMOpRnq

˘

}b}BBBppRn,LppMqq.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.6. □

6.4. Comparison between Theorem 1.5 and Theorem 1.6. From our proof of Theorem
1.6, we see that when p ě 2 and M “ C, one always has

}rT,Mbs}
p
SppL2pRnqq

≲n,p

ˆ
RnˆRn

|bpxq ´ bpyq|p

|x ´ y|2n
dxdy.
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However, this does not contradict with Theorem 1.5 for p ď n and n ě 2 due to the following
fact.

Proposition 6.11. Let n ě 1, 1 ď p ď n and X be a Banach space. Assume that b is a locally
integrable X-valued function. Then b is constant if

ˆ
RnˆRn

}bpxq ´ bpyq}
p
X

|x ´ y|2n
dxdy ă 8.

Proof. For any l P X˚, let

hpxq “ lpbpxqq, @x P Rn.

By assumption,

ˆ
RnˆRn

|hpxq ´ hpyq|p

|x ´ y|2n
dxdy ď }l}pX˚

ˆ
RnˆRn

}bpxq ´ bpyq}
p
X

|x ´ y|2n
dxdy ă 8.

We first prove that h is constant. We proceed with the proof by contradiction. Assume that h
is not constant. Then there exists φ P C8

c pRnq such that h ˚ φ P C8pRnq is not constant either.
By changing the variables, we have

ˆ
RnˆRn

|hpxq ´ hpyq|p

|x ´ y|2n
dxdy “

ˆ
Rn

}hpx ` tq ´ hpxq}
p
LppRnq

|t|2n
dt.

Since by the Young inequality

}φ ˚ hpx ` tq ´ φ ˚ hpxq}
p
LppRnq

ď }φ}
p
L1pRnq

}hpx ` tq ´ hpxq}
p
LppRnq

,

we get
ˆ
Rn

}φ ˚ hpx ` tq ´ φ ˚ hpxq}
p
LppRnq

|t|2n
dt ă 8.

Hence we can assume that h P C8pRnq, otherwise we replace h with h ˚ φ.
Since h is not constant, there exists x̃ “ px̃1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , x̃nq P Rn, such that ∇hpx̃q ‰ 0. Let U be a

unitary matrix in Mn such that ∇hpx̃q ¨ U “ p|∇hpx̃q|, 0, ¨ ¨ ¨ , 0q. We substitute h̃pyq :“ hpy ¨ Uq

for h. So we can also assume that there exists x̃ P Rn with ∇hpx̃q “ pM, 0, ¨ ¨ ¨ , 0q and M ą 0.
Since h P C8pRnq, D δ ą 0 such that @ |y ´ x̃| ă 2δ with

|∇hpyq ´ ∇hpx̃q| ď
M

4
.

Thus for any |x ´ x̃| ă δ and |t| ă δ with |t1| ą
|t|
2 , by the mean value theorem,

|hpx ` tq ´ hpxq| “ |∇hpx ` θ ¨ tq ¨ t| p0 ă θ ă 1q

ě |∇hpx̃q ¨ t| ´ |
`

∇hpx ` θ ¨ tq ´ ∇hpx̃q
˘

¨ t|

ě M |t1| ´
M |t|

4
ě

M |t1|

2
.

This yields that

(6.28) }hpx ` tq ´ hpxq}
p
LppRnq

≳n,p δnMp|t1|p.
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Consequently, one has

(6.29)

ˆ
Rn

}hpx ` tq ´ hpxq}
p
LppRnq

|t|2n
dt ≳n,p

ˆ
tPRn,|t|ăδ

|t1|ą
|t|
2

|t1|p

|t|2n
dt

≳n,p

ˆ δ

0

rp

r2n
¨ rn´1dr

“

ˆ δ

0

1

rn`1´p
dr “ 8.

This leads to a contradiction. Thus h is constant almost everywhere. Namely, there exists a null
set Al Ă Rn, such that

hpxq ´ hpyq “ lpbpxq ´ bpyqq “ 0, @x, y P RnzAl.

Note that b is a locally integrable X-valued function. Thus from Pettis measurability theorem
in [10, Theorem II.1.2], there exists a closed separable subspace X0 of X such that bpxq P X0

for all x P RnzB with B a null subset of Rn. Besides, by the Hahn-Banach Theorem, we choose
plkqkě1 in X˚ separating the points of X0. Therefore, b is constant outside the union of the null
sets B and Ykě1Alk . □

7. Proof of Theorem 1.10

In this section we prove Theorem 1.10, which follows the same route as the argument for
Theorem 1.6. Denote by BMOd

MpRq the operator-valued BMO space associated with the d-
adic martingale consisting of all M-valued functions b that are Bochner integrable on any d-adic
interval such that

(7.1) }b}BMOd
MpRq “ sup

IPD

ˆ

1

mpIq

ˆ
I

›

›

›
b ´

` 1

mpIq

ˆ
I

b dm
˘

›

›

›

2

M
dm

˙1{2

ă 8,

where D is the family of all d-adic intervals on R.
During the proof of Theorem 1.10, we also need the d-adic martingale square function defined

as follows

Sphq “

ˆ

ÿ

kPZ
|dkh|2

˙1{2

, @h P L1pR, L1pMqq,

and the d-adic martingale Hardy space Hd
1,maxpRq defined by

Hd
1,maxpRq “

"

h P L1pR, L1pMqq : }h}Hd
1,maxpRq “

›

›

›

›

sup
mPZ

}Emh}L1pMq

›

›

›

›

L1pRq

ă 8

*

.

Bourgain and Garcia-Cuerva proved independently that BMOd
MpRq embeds continuously into

the dual of Hardy space pHd
1,maxpRqq˚. We refer the reader to [2] for more details.

Firstly we give the following proposition and its corollary, which will be helpful in the proof
of Propositions 7.3.

Proposition 7.1. Let 1 ă p ă 8 and b P BMOd
MpRq. Then πb ` pπb˚ q˚ is bounded on

LppR, LppMqq and

}πb ` pπb˚ q˚}LppR,LppMqqÑLppR,LppMqq ≲d,p }b}BMOd
MpRq.
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Proof. For any f P LppR, LppMqq and g P Lp1 pR, Lp1 pMqq, by (2.11)

xpπb ` pπb˚ q˚qpfq, gy “

B

ÿ

kPZ
dkb ¨ fk´1 `

ÿ

kPZ
Ek´1pdkb ¨ dkfq, g

F

“
ÿ

kPZ
xdkb, dkg ¨ f˚

k´1y `
ÿ

kPZ
xdkb, gk´1 ¨ dkf

˚y

“

B

b,
ÿ

kPZ
dkg ¨ f˚

k´1 `
ÿ

kPZ
gk´1 ¨ dkf

˚

F

.

Using the same method as in [38, Theorem 1.1] or [1], we obtain that

|xpπb ` pπb˚ q˚qpfq, gy| ≲d,p }b}BMOd
MpRq}f}LppR,LppMqq}g}Lp1 pR,Lp1 pMqq.

Therefore, one has

}πb ` pπb˚ q˚}LppR,LppMqqÑLppR,LppMqq ≲d,p }b}BMOd
MpRq.

□

We define

(7.2) Θb “ πb ` Λb.

The following corollary is about the boundedness of Θb, which has been proved in [22, Proposition
A.2], but it seems that the proof there contains a gap. We give a detailed proof here and thus
fix that gap.

Corollary 7.2. If b P BMOd
MpRq, then Θb is bounded on L2pR, L2pMqq and

}Θb}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq ≲d }b}BMOd
MpRq.

Proof. We use the same notation as that in Lemma 6.1, and the proof of this lemma is also
similar to that of Lemma 6.1. By the triangle inequality, one has

}Θb}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq

ď }πb ` pπb˚ q˚}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq ` }Λb ´ pπb˚ q˚}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq.

From (6.1), we write Λb as follows:

(7.3) Λbpfq “ pπb˚ q˚pfq ` Λ̃bpfq, @f P L2pR, L2pMqq,

where

Λ̃bpfq “
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

IPDk´1

d´1
ÿ

l“1

ÿ

i`j“l

xhi
I , byxhj

I , fy
hl
I

|I|1{2

is given in (6.2). Since Λ̃b is a block diagonal matrix with respect to the basis thi
IuIPD,1ďiďd´1,

one has

}Λ̃b}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq “ sup
IPD

›

›

›

›

ˆ

aIi´j

˙

1ďi,jďd´1

›

›

›

›

L8pMd´1bMq

,

where aIi´j “ |I|´1{2xhi´j
I , by, and aI0 “ 0. With BI in (6.4), we have
›

›

›

›

ˆ

aIi´j

˙

1ďi,jďd´1

›

›

›

›

L8pMd´1bMq

ď }BI}L8pMdbMq,

which implies

}Λ̃b}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq ď sup
IPD

}BI}L8pMdbMq.
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Thus using the triangle inequality, one has

(7.4)

}Λb ´ pπb˚ q˚}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq ď sup
IPD

}aI1A ` aI2A
2 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` aId´1A

d´1}L8pMdbMq

ď sup
IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

}aIiA
i}L8pMdbMq

ď sup
IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

}aIi }M “ sup
IPD

1

|I|1{2

d´1
ÿ

i“1

}xhi
I , by}M.

However,

}xhi
I , by}M “

›

›

›

›

B

hi
I , b ´

B

1I

|I|
, b

FF
›

›

›

›

M

ď
1

|I|1{2

ˆ
I

›

›

›

›

bpxq ´

B

1I

|I|
, b

F
›

›

›

›

M
dx

ď

ˆˆ
I

›

›

›

›

bpxq ´

B

1I

|I|
, b

F
›

›

›

›

2

M
dx

˙1{2

.

This implies

(7.5) }Λb ´ pπb˚ q˚}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq ď pd ´ 1q}b}BMOd
MpRq.

Therefore from (7.5) and Proposition 7.1

}Θb}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq ≲d }b}BMOd
MpRq,

as desired. □

Proposition 7.3. If a P BMOdpRq and b P BMOd
MpRq, then rπa,Mbs and rπ˚

a ,Mbs are both
bounded on L2pR, L2pMqq. Moreover,

}rπa,Mbs}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq ≲d }a}BMOdpRq}b}BMOd
MpRq

and
}rπ˚

a ,Mbs}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq ≲d }a}BMOdpRq}b}BMOd
MpRq.

Proof. Recall that Rb is defined in (6.5). Note that by the triangle inequality

}rπa,Mbs}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq

ď }rπa,Θbs}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq ` }rπa, Rbs}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq.

Note also that from Corollary 7.2
(7.6)

}πaΘb}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq ď }πa}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq}Θb}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq

≲d }a}BMOdpRq}b}BMOd
MpRq.

Hence, one has

}rπa,Θbs}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq ≲d }a}BMOdpRq}b}BMOd
MpRq.

Now, we estimate }rπa, Rbs}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq. By (6.6) and (6.9), @f P L2pR, L2pMqq

rπa, Rbspfq “ ´πapΛbpfqq `
ÿ

kPZ
dka ¨ Ek´1

ˆ

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djf

˙

´ πapπbpfqq.

Define

(7.7) Va,bpfq “
ÿ

kPZ
dka ¨ Ek´1

ˆ

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djf

˙

, @f P L2pR, L2pMqq.



NONCOMMUTATIVE MARTINGALE PARAPRODUCTS AND OPERATOR-VALUED COMMUTATORS 52

Then we have

(7.8) rπa, Rbspfq “ ´πapΘbpfqq ` Va,bpfq, @f P L2pR, L2pMqq.

For any f P L2pR, L2pMqq and g P L2pR, L2pMqq,

(7.9)

xVa,bpfq, gy “
ÿ

kPZ

B

dka ¨ Ek´1

ˆ

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djf

˙

, g

F

“
ÿ

kPZ

B

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djf,Ek´1

ˆ

dka
˚ ¨ dkg

˙F

“
ÿ

kPZ

B

dkb,
ÿ

jďk

Ej´1pdja
˚ ¨ djgq ¨ dkf

˚

F

“

B

b,
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

jďk

Ej´1pdja
˚ ¨ djgq ¨ dkf

˚

F

“

B

b,
ÿ

kPZ
dkpdka

˚ ¨ dkgq ¨ f˚
k´1

F

` xb,Wa,f,gy,

where

Wa,f,g “
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

jďk

Ej´1pdja
˚ ¨ djgq ¨ dkf

˚ ´
ÿ

kPZ
dkpdka

˚ ¨ dkgq ¨ f˚
k´1.

Note that

B

b,
ÿ

kPZ
dkpdka

˚ ¨ dkgq ¨ f˚
k´1

F

“
ÿ

kPZ
xdkb, dkg ¨ dka

˚ ¨ f˚
k´1y

“
ÿ

kPZ
xdkg

˚ ¨ dkb, dka
˚ ¨ f˚

k´1y

“
ÿ

kPZ
xdkpdkg

˚ ¨ dkbq, dka
˚ ¨ f˚

k´1y

“
@`

pΛb˚ ´ pπbq˚qpgq
˘˚
, πa˚ pf˚q

D

.

Then by (7.5),
(7.10)

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

B

b,
ÿ

kPZ
dkpdka

˚ ¨ dkgq ¨ f˚
k´1

F
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď }pΛb˚ ´ pπbq˚qpgq}L2pR,L2pMqq}πa˚ pf˚q}L2pR,L2pMqq

≲d }a}BMOdpRq}b}BMOd
MpRq}g}L2pR,L2pMqq}f}L2pR,L2pMqq.

We now estimate Wa,f,g. By duality, one has

|xb,Wa,f,gy| ≲ }b}BMOd
MpRq}Wa,f,g}Hd

1,maxpRq.
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We calculate directly that for any m P Z,

EmpWa,f,gq

“
ÿ

kďm

ÿ

jďk

Ej´1pdja
˚ ¨ djgq ¨ dkf

˚ ´
ÿ

kďm

dkpdka
˚ ¨ dkgq ¨ f˚

k´1

“
ÿ

jďm

Ej´1pdja
˚ ¨ djgq ¨ pf˚

m ´ f˚
j´1q ´

ÿ

jďm

djpdja
˚ ¨ djgq ¨ f˚

j´1

“
ÿ

jďm

Ej´1pdja
˚ ¨ djgq ¨ f˚

m ´
ÿ

jďm

pdja
˚ ¨ djgq ¨ f˚

j´1

“ Em

ˆ

ÿ

jďm

Ej´1pdja
˚ ¨ djgq

˙

¨ f˚
m ´

ÿ

jďm

pdja
˚ ¨ djgq ¨ f˚

j´1

“ Em

ˆ

ÿ

jPZ
Ej´1pdja

˚ ¨ djgq

˙

¨ f˚
m ´ Em

ˆ

ÿ

jěm`1

Ej´1pdja
˚ ¨ djgq

˙

¨ f˚
m ´

ÿ

jďm

pdja
˚ ¨ djgq ¨ f˚

j´1

“ Em

ˆ

ÿ

jPZ
Ej´1pdja

˚ ¨ djgq

˙

¨ f˚
m ´ Em

ˆ

ÿ

jěm`1

dja
˚ ¨ djg

˙

¨ f˚
m ´

ÿ

jďm

pdja
˚ ¨ djgq ¨ f˚

j´1.

Hence

}Wa,f,g}Hd
1,maxpRq

“

›

›

›

›

sup
mPZ

}EmpWa,f,gq}L1pMq

›

›

›

›

L1pRq

ď

›

›

›

›

sup
mPZ

›

›

›

›

Em

ˆ

ÿ

jPZ
Ej´1pdja

˚ ¨ djgq

˙

¨ f˚
m

›

›

›

›

L1pMq

›

›

›

›

L1pRq

`

›

›

›

›

sup
mPZ

›

›

›

›

Em

ˆ

ÿ

jěm`1

dja
˚ ¨ djg

˙

¨ f˚
m

›

›

›

›

L1pMq

›

›

›

›

L1pRq

`

›

›

›

›

sup
mPZ

›

›

›

›

ÿ

jďm

pdja
˚ ¨ djgq ¨ f˚

j´1

›

›

›

›

L1pMq

›

›

›

›

L1pRq

:“ (I) ` (II) ` (III).

For the term pIq, from (2.11), we have

ÿ

jPZ
Ej´1pdja

˚ ¨ djgq “ pπaq˚pgq.

Thus

(7.11)

pIq ď

›

›

›

›

sup
mPZ

›

›

›

›

Emppπaq˚pgqq

›

›

›

›

L2pMq

¨ sup
mPZ

}fm}L2pMq

›

›

›

›

L1pRq

ď

›

›

›

›

sup
mPZ

›

›

›

›

Emppπaq˚pgqq

›

›

›

›

L2pMq

›

›

›

›

L2pRq

¨

›

›

›

›

sup
mPZ

}fm}L2pMq

›

›

›

›

L2pRq

≲ }pπaq˚pgq}L2pR,L2pMqq}f}L2pR,L2pMqq

≲d }a}BMOdpRq}g}L2pR,L2pMqq}f}L2pR,L2pMqq,

where the first and the second inequalities are both due to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and
the third is from the vector-valued Doob maximal inequality for L2pMq-valued functions.
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For the term pIIq, one uses the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain

sup
mPZ

›

›

›

›

Em

ˆ

ÿ

jěm`1

dja
˚ ¨ djg

˙

¨ f˚
m

›

›

›

›

L1pMq

“ sup
mPZ

›

›Em

`

pa˚ ´ a˚
mqpg ´ gmq

˘

¨ f˚
m

›

›

L1pMq

ď sup
mPZ

›

›Em

`

pa˚ ´ a˚
mqpg ´ gmq

˘
›

›

L2pMq
¨ sup
mPZ

}fm}L2pMq.

Let r “ 3{2. We have
›

›Em

`

pa˚ ´ a˚
mqpg ´ gmq

˘
›

›

L2pMq

ď Em

›

›pa˚ ´ a˚
mqpg ´ gmq

›

›

L2pMq

“ Em

`

|a ´ am| ¨ }g ´ gm}L2pMq

˘

ď
`

Em

`

|a ´ am|r
1˘˘1{r1

`

Em

`

}g ´ gm}rL2pMq

˘˘1{r

≲ }a}BMOdpRq

ˆ

`

Em}g}rL2pMq

˘1{r
`
`

Em}gm}rL2pMq

˘1{r
˙

“ }a}BMOdpRq

ˆ

`

Em}g}rL2pMq

˘1{r
` }gm}L2pMq

˙

.

Hence

(7.12)

pIIq ď

›

›

›

›

sup
mPZ

}fm}L2pMq

›

›

›

›

L2pRq

¨

›

›

›

›

sup
mPZ

›

›Em

`

pa˚ ´ a˚
mqpg ´ gmq

˘
›

›

L2pMq

›

›

›

›

L2pRq

≲ }f}L2pR,L2pMqq}a}BMOdpRq ¨

›

›

›

›

sup
mPZ

ˆ

`

Em}g}rL2pMq

˘1{r
` }gm}L2pMq

˙
›

›

›

›

L2pRq

ď }f}L2pR,L2pMqq}a}BMOdpRq ¨

ˆ
›

›

›

›

sup
mPZ

Em}g}rL2pMq

›

›

›

›

1{r

L2{rpRq

`

›

›

›

›

sup
mPZ

}gm}L2pMq

›

›

›

›

L2pRq

˙

≲r }f}L2pR,L2pMqq}a}BMOdpRq ¨
`
›

›}g}rL2pMq

›

›

1{r

L2{rpRq
` }g}L2pR,L2pMqq

˘

≲ }f}L2pR,L2pMqq}a}BMOdpRq}g}L2pR,L2pMqq,

where in the first inequality we have used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the second and the
fourth are both from the vector-valued Doob maximal inequality, and the third is from the
triangle inequality.

For the term (III), note that
ÿ

jďm

pdja
˚ ¨ djgq ¨ f˚

j´1 “
ÿ

jďm

djg ¨ pdja
˚ ¨ f˚

j´1q.

This implies that,

(7.13)

pIIIq ď

›

›

›

›

sup
mPZ

›

›

›

›

ˆ

ÿ

jďm

|djg|2
˙1{2›

›

›

›

L2pMq

›

›

›

›

ˆ

ÿ

jďm

|dja ¨ fj´1|2
˙1{2›

›

›

›

L2pMq

›

›

›

›

L1pRq

“

›

›

›

›

›

›

›

›

ˆ

ÿ

jPZ
|djg|2

˙1{2›
›

›

›

L2pMq

›

›

›

›

ˆ

ÿ

jPZ
|dja ¨ fj´1|2

˙1{2›
›

›

›

L2pMq

›

›

›

›

L1pRq

≲ }g}L2pR,L2pMqq}πapfq}L2pR,L2pMqq

≲d }a}BMOdpRq}g}L2pR,L2pMqq}f}L2pR,L2pMqq,

where in the third inequality we have used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
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Hence from (7.11), (7.12) and (7.13) we deduce

(7.14)
|xb,Wa,f,gy| ď }b}BMOd

MpRq}Wa,f,g}Hd
1,maxpRq

≲d }a}BMOdpRq}b}BMOd
MpRq}g}L2pR,L2pMqq}f}L2pR,L2pMqq.

Then by (7.9), (7.10) and (7.14), we get

|xVa,bpfq, gy| ≲d }a}BMOdpRq}b}BMOd
MpRq}g}L2pR,L2pMqq}f}L2pR,L2pMqq,

which yields

}Va,b}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq ≲d }a}BMOdpRq}b}BMOd
MpRq.

Therefore

}rπa,Mbs}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq ≲d }a}BMOdpRq}b}BMOd
MpRq.

Recall that

rπ˚
a ,Mbs˚ “ ´rπa,Mb˚ s.

Hence

}rπ˚
a ,Mbs}L2pR,L2pMqqÑL2pR,L2pMqq ≲d }a}BMOdpRq}b}BMOd

MpRq.

□

We define the operator-valued martingale BMO space BMOω,2n

M pRnq on Rn similarly as in

(7.1). More precisely, BMOω,2n

M pRnq associated with dyadic system Dω on Rn consists of all
M-valued functions b that are Bochner integrable on any d-adic interval such that

(7.15) }b}
BMOω,2n

M pRnq
“ sup

QPDω

ˆ

1

mpQq

ˆ
Q

›

›

›

›

b ´

ˆ

1

mpQq

ˆ
Q

b dm

˙
›

›

›

›

2

M
dm

˙1{2

ă 8.

Then Corollary 7.2 and Proposition 7.3 also hold for the dyadic system Dω. It is easy to verify

that if b P BMOMpRnq, then b P BMOω,2n

M pRnq and

}b}
BMOω,2n

M pRnq
ď }b}BMOMpRnq.

Thus we come to the proof of Theorem 1.10.

Proof of Theorem 1.10. We use the same notation as that in the proof of Theorem 1.6. From
Proposition 7.3 we have

}rπω
T p1q,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq ≲n }T p1q}BMOpRnq}b}BMOMpRnq

and

}rpπω
T˚p1qq˚,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq ≲n }T˚p1q}BMOpRnq}b}BMOMpRnq.

It suffices to estimate }rSij
ω ,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq for any i, j P N Y t0u. Note that by

the triangle inequality

(7.16)
}rSij

ω ,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq

ď }rSij
ω ,Θbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq ` }rSij

ω , Rbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq.

From Corollary 7.2 one has

}rSij
ω ,Θbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq ≲n }b}BMOMpRnq.
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Now, we estimate }rSij
ω , Rbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq. Take any f with }f}L2pRn,L2pMqq “ 1.

From (6.18), (6.13) and by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

(7.17)

}rSij
ω , Rbsf}2L2pRn,L2pMqq

“

›

›

›

›

ÿ

KPDω

ÿ

I,JPDω;I,JĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

ξ,η

aξηIJKbIJxHξ
I , fyHη

J

›

›

›

›

2

L2pRn,L2pMqq

“
ÿ

KPDω

ÿ

JPDω;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

η

›

›

›

›

ÿ

IPDω;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ÿ

ξ

aξηIJKbIJxHξ
I , fy

›

›

›

›

2

L2pMq

ď
ÿ

KPDω

ÿ

JPDω;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

η

ˆ

ÿ

IPDω;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ÿ

ξ

|aξηIJK |2
˙ˆ

ÿ

IPDω;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ÿ

ξ

}bIJxHξ
I , fy}2L2pMq

˙

ď
ÿ

KPDω

ÿ

JPDω;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

p2n ´ 1q22´jn

ˆ

ÿ

IPDω;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ÿ

ξ

}bIJxHξ
I , fy}2L2pMq

˙

,

where bIJ “ x1I

|I|
, by ´ x1J

|J|
, by. Note that if Ĩ is the parent of I, then

›

›

›

›

B

1I

|I|
, b

F

´

B

1Ĩ

|Ĩ|
, b

F
›

›

›

›

M
ď

1

|I|

ˆ
I

›

›

›

›

bptq ´

B

1Ĩ

|Ĩ|
, b

F
›

›

›

›

M
dt

ď
2n{2

|Ĩ|1{2

ˆˆ
Ĩ

›

›

›

›

bptq ´

B

1Ĩ

|Ĩ|
, b

F
›

›

›

›

2

M
dt

˙1{2

ď 2n{2}b}BMOMpRnq.

This implies that by the triangle inequality,

}bIJ}M ď }bIK}M ` }bJK}M ď 2n{2pi ` jq}b}BMOMpRnq.

As a consequence, one has from (7.17) that

}rSij
ω , Rbsf}2L2pRn,L2pMqq

ď 2np2n ´ 1q2pi ` jq2}b}2BMOMpRnq

ÿ

KPDω

ˆ

ÿ

IPDω;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ÿ

ξ

}xHξ
I , fy}2L2pMq

˙

≲n pi ` jq2}b}2BMOMpRnq.

By (7.16), we have

}rSij
ω ,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq ≲n pi ` j ` 1q}b}BMOMpRnq.

Therefore, by the triangle inequality, we conclude

}rT,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq ≲T

8
ÿ

i,j“0

τpi, jqEω}rSij
ω ,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq

` Eω}rπω
T p1q ` pπω

T˚p1qq˚,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq

≲n,T p1 ` }T p1q}BMOpRnq ` }T˚p1q}BMOpRnqq}b}BMOMpRnq.

This completes the proof. □
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8. Complex median method

This section is devoted to the proof of the complex median method, i.e. Theorem 1.9. We
proceed the proof with some fundamental lemmas. In the sequel, we will always assume that
pΩ,F , µq is a measure space. Besides, suppose that I P F is of finite measure, and b is always a
measurable function on I.

Lemma 8.1. There exists a line l Ă C that divides C into two closed half-planes S1 and S2

whose intersection is l, such that

µptx P I : bpxq P Siuq ě
1

2
µpIq, i P t1, 2u.

Proof. For any x P R, let lx be the line that is perpendicular to the real axis at x. The left side
of lx on the complex plane, including lx, is denoted by Px (see Figure 8.1). Let

fpxq “
µpty P I : bpyq P Pxuq

µpIq
, x P R.

It is not hard to check that:
‚ f is increasing,
‚ f is right-continuous,
‚ limxÑ`8 fpxq “ 1, limxÑ´8 fpxq “ 0.

Define

α “ inf
!

x P R : fpxq ě
1

2

)

.

On the one hand, since f is right-continuous, we have

(8.1) fpαq ě
1

2
.

On the other hand, note that for any ε ą 0, fpα ´ εq ă 1
2 . Namely,

µptx P I : bpxq P Pα´εuq ă
1

2
µpIq.

Let ε Ñ 0, then

µptx P I : bpxq P Pαzlαuq ď
1

2
µpIq.

Denote by Qx the right side of lx on the complex plane, including lx. Thus

(8.2) µptx P I : bpxq P Qαuq ě
1

2
µpIq.

Let l “ lα, S1 “ Pα and S2 “ Qα. Then l divides C into two parts S1 and S2 whose intersection
is l. Besides, from (8.1) and (8.2) we get

µptx P I : bpxq P Siuq ě
1

2
µpIq, i P t1, 2u.

□
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Figure 8.1.

The following lemma is derived by the above one.

Lemma 8.2. There exist a line l and two rays l1, l2 in C satisfying l K l1 and l K l2, and they
divide C into four closed quadrants S1, S2, S3 and S4 (see Figure 8.2), such that

µptx P I : bpxq P Siuq ě
1

4
µpIq, i P t1, 2, 3, 4u.

Proof. By Lemma 8.1, there exists a line l which divides C into two closed half-planes U1 and
U2, such that

µptx P I : bpxq P Ujuq ě
1

2
µpIq, j P t1, 2u.

By rotating and translating the axes, we assume that l is the real axis. In terms of U1, repeating
the proof of Lemma 8.1, we prove that there exists a ray l1 satisfying l K l1, where the origin of
l1 is α1 P l, such that l1 divides U1 into two parts S1 and S2 whose intersection is l1. Moreover,

µptx P I : bpxq P Siuq ě
1

2
µptx P I : bpxq P U1uq ě

1

4
µpIq, i P t1, 2u.

Similarly, in terms of U2, there exists a ray l2 satisfying l K l2, where the origin of l2 is α2 P l,
such that l2 divides U2 into two parts S3 and S4 whose intersection is l2. Moreover,

µptx P I : bpxq P Siuq ě
1

2
µptx P I : bpxq P U2uq ě

1

4
µpIq, i P t3, 4u.

□
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Figure 8.2. Figure 8.3.

In what follows, we always assume that α1 ‰ α2 since Theorem 1.9 clearly holds when α1 “ α2.
In fact, when α1 “ α2, since l1 K l, we let

L1 “ l1, L2 “ l,

and
Tj “ Sj , j P t1, 2, 3, 4u.

Then L1 and L2 are what we need. Besides, we only need to consider the case where α1 is on
the left of α2 on the line l as α1 and α2 are symmetric.

Next, we consider the following particular case which will simplify the proof of Theorem 1.9.

Lemma 8.3. Let S1, S2, S3 and S4 be four closed quadrants as in Lemma 8.2. If there is a ray
l3 with origin in l such that

µptx P I : bpxq P l3 X S1uq ě
1

2
µptx P I : bpxq P S1uq

por µptx P I : bpxq P l3 X S4uq ě
1

2
µptx P I : bpxq P S4uq, q

then there exist two orthogonal lines l4 and l5 such that l4 and l5 divide C into four closed
quadrants T1, T2, T3, T4 (see Figure 8.4). Moreover,

µptx P I : bpxq P Tiuq ě
1

16
µpIq, i P t1, 2, 3, 4u.

Proof. We only consider the case that l3 X S1 ‰ H. The proof of the case that l3 X S4 ‰ H is
the same. From the proof of Lemma 8.1, there exists a point t P l3, such that t divides l3 X S1

into two parts V1 and V2, such that

µptx P I : bpxq P Viuq ě
1

2
µptx P I : bpxq P l3 X S1uq ě

1

16
µpIq, i P t1, 2u.

Without loss of generality, we assume that l is the real axis. Then by our assumption that α1 is
on the left of α2 on the line l, we see α1 ă α2.

Let lr be the line passing through t, such that the clockwise angle from l to lr is r, where
´π

2 ă r ď π
2 (see Figure 8.3). The line lr divides S4 into two closed parts, and denote by Pr the

upper part and by Qr the lower part (see Figure 8.3). Let

fprq “

#

µptx P I : bpxq P Pruq
L

µptx P I : bpxq P S4uq, 0 ă r ď π
2 ,

0, ´π
2 ă r ă 0,
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and

fp0q “

#

µptx P I : bpxq P P0uq
L

µptx P I : bpxq P S4uq, Imptq “ 0,

0, Imptq ą 0.

It is not hard to check that:
‚ f is increasing,
‚ f is right-continuous,
‚ fpπ

2 q “ 1,
Define

β “ inf
!

r P p´
π

2
,
π

2
s : fprq ě

1

2

)

.

So 0 ď β ă π
2 . On the one hand, since fprq is right-continuous, we have

(8.3) fpβq ě
1

2
.

On the other hand, note that for any 0 ă ε ă β ` π
2 , fpβ ´ εq ă 1

2 . Namely,

µptx P I : bpxq P Pβ´εuq ă
1

2
µptx P I : bpxq P S4uq.

Let ε Ñ 0, then

µptx P I : bpxq P Pβzlβuq ď
1

2
µptx P I : bpxq P S4uq.

Thus this implies

(8.4) µptx P I : bpxq P Qβuq ě
1

2
µptx P I : bpxq P S4uq.

Let l4 “ lβ , S41 “ Pβ and S42 “ Qβ . From (8.3) and (8.4), l4 passes through t and divides S4

into two closed parts S41 and S42, such that

µptx P I : bpxq P S4iuq ě
1

2
µptx P I : bpxq P S4uq ě

1

8
µpIq, i P t1, 2u.

Now if Imptq ą 0, then β ‰ 0 as t P l4. Suppose c is the intersection point of l4 and l (see Figure
8.4). Besides, for any given c̃ P pα1, α2q, we can find another line l5 passing through c̃, such that
l5 K l4. Then l4 and l5 divide C into four closed quadrants T1, T2, T3, T4. Moreover, we have

µptx P I : bpxq P T1uq ě µptx P I : bpxq P V2uq ě
1

16
µpIq,

µptx P I : bpxq P T2uq ě µptx P I : bpxq P S41uq ě
1

8
µpIq,

µptx P I : bpxq P T3uq ě µptx P I : bpxq P V1uq ě
1

16
µpIq,

µptx P I : bpxq P T4uq ě µptx P I : bpxq P S42uq ě
1

8
µpIq.

If Imptq “ 0 and β ą 0, then Lemma 8.3 follows in a similar way. Finally, if Imptq “ 0 and β “ 0,
then l4 “ l and choose l5 to be the line through the point t and orthogonal to l, and this proves
Lemma 8.3. □
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Figure 8.4.

Remark 8.4. Indeed, we can find a line l6 which passes through the point t and is perpendicular
to l3, and then l3 and l6 satisfy Lemma 8.3. This is an easy proof of Lemma 8.3. But we still
keep the previous complicated proof of Lemma 8.3 since the argument of this complicated proof
plays a vital role in the later proof of Theorem 1.9.

Now we begin to prove Theorem 1.9.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. By Lemma 8.2, there exist a line l and two rays l1, l2 in C satisfying l K l1
and l K l2, and they divide C into four closed quadrants S1, S2, S3 and S4. Moreover,

(8.5) µptx P I : bpxq P Siuq ě
1

4
µpIq, i P t1, 2, 3, 4u.

We denote by α1, α2 the origins of l1 and l2 respectively.

By rotating and translating the axes, we assume that l is the real axis, and α1 ă α2. Besides,
by the proof of Lemma 8.1, there exists a point A ď α1 in l and a ray lA K l, whose origin is A,
such that lA divides S1 into two closed parts R1 and R2 (see Figure 8.5). Moreover,

(8.6) µptx P I : bpxq P Riuq ě
1

2
µptx P I : bpxq P S1uq, i P t1, 2u.

Similarly, there exists a point B ě α2 in l and a ray lB K l, whose origin is B, such that lB
divides S4 into two closed parts R3 and R4. Moreover,

µptx P I : bpxq P Riuq ě
1

2
µptx P I : bpxq P S4uq, i P t3, 4u.

Now for any point A ď x ď B and any angle r P r0, πs, we let lpx, rq Ă S1 YS2 be the ray whose
origin is x, such that the clockwise angle from l to lpx, rq is r. Then lpx, rq divides S1 into two
closed parts, and denote by Q11px, rq the lower part and by Q12px, rq the upper part (see Figure
8.6).

Similarly, for any point A ď x ď B and any angle r̃ P r0, πs, let l̃px, r̃q Ă S3 Y S4 be the ray

whose origin is x, such that the clockwise angle from l to l̃px, r̃q is r̃. Then l̃px, r̃q divides S4 into
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two closed parts, and denote by Q42px, r̃q the lower part and by Q41px, r̃q the upper part (see
Figure 8.6).

Figure 8.5. Figure 8.6.

Then let

fpx, rq “
µpty P I : bpyq P Q11px, rquq

µpty P I : bpyq P S1uq
, gpx, rq “

µpty P I : bpyq P Q12px, rquq

µpty P I : bpyq P S1uq

and

f̃px, rq “
µpty P I : bpyq P Q41px, rquq

µpty P I : bpyq P S4uq
, g̃px, rq “

µpty P I : bpyq P Q42px, rquq

µpty P I : bpyq P S4uq
.

It is not hard to check that:
‚ when the point x is fixed, in terms of the angle r, f and f̃ are both increasing and right-
continuous functions, g and g̃ are both decreasing and left-continuous functions,
‚ when the angle r is fixed, in terms of the point x, f and g̃ are both increasing and right-
continuous functions, g and f̃ are both decreasing and left-continuous functions.

Besides, define

r1pxq “ inf
!

r : fpx, rq ě
1

4
, gpx, rq ě

1

4

)

,

r2pxq “ sup
!

r : fpx, rq ě
1

4
, gpx, rq ě

1

4

)

,

r3pxq “ inf
!

r : f̃px, rq ě
1

4
, g̃px, rq ě

1

4

)

,

r4pxq “ sup
!

r : f̃px, rq ě
1

4
, g̃px, rq ě

1

4

)

.

Note that each ri is well-defined, since
!

r : fpx, rq ě 1
4 , gpx, rq ě 1

4

)

and
!

r : f̃px, rq ě

1
4 , g̃px, rq ě 1

4

)

are not empty by using the same way as in Lemma 8.1. Indeed, these two

nonempty sets are even closed intervals. In fact, if r1pxq ă r2pxq, for any x P rA,Bs, by the
definition of r1pxq, there exists a positive sequence tεnuně1 with εn Ñ 0, such that fpx, r1pxq `

εnq ě 1
4 . Since f is right-continuous with respect to the angle, we then deduce

fpx, r1pxqq ě
1

4
.
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Since r1pxq ă r2pxq, one has

fpx, r2pxqq ě
1

4
.

Similarly, we derive that

gpx, r2pxqq ě
1

4
and gpx, r1pxqq ě

1

4
.

Thus for any x P rA,Bs,

(8.7)
!

r : fpx, rq ě
1

4
, gpx, rq ě

1

4

)

“ rr1pxq, r2pxqs.

If r1pxq “ r2pxq, then (8.7) is trivial. Similarly, for any x P rA,Bs,

(8.8)
!

r : f̃px, rq ě
1

4
, g̃px, rq ě

1

4

)

“ rr3pxq, r4pxqs.

Furthermore, in the later proof we will always assume that r2, r4 ă π and r1, r3 ą 0 (because
the case r2 “ π or r4 “ π or r1 “ 0 or r3 “ 0 is the special case as in Lemma 8.3, and we omit
the details). For any given A ď x1 ď x2 ď B, since g is decreasing with respect to the angle, by
the definition of r2px1q, for any 0 ă ε ă π ´ r2px1q, we have gpx1, r2px1q ` εq ă 1

4 . Besides, note
that g is decreasing with respect to x, then

gpx2, r2px1q ` εq ď gpx1, r2px1q ` εq ă
1

4
,

this implies that r2px2q ď r2px1q ` ε. Then by letting ε Ñ 0, one has r2px2q ď r2px1q. Thus r2
is decreasing. Similarly, we obtain:
‚ r1, r2 are decreasing,
‚ r3, r4 are increasing.

In the following we will divide the remaining of the proof into three cases.

Case 1: There exists x0 P rA,Bs, such that r1px0q “ r2px0q. Since f is increasing with respect
to the angle, by the definition of r1px0q, for any 0 ă ε ă r1px0q, fpx0, r1px0q ´ εq ă 1

4 . Namely,

µptx P I : bpxq P Q11px0, r1px0q ´ εquq ă
1

4
µptx P I : bpxq P S1uq.

Let ε Ñ 0, then

(8.9) µ
`␣

x P I : bpxq P Q11px0, r1px0qq
H

lpx0, r1px0qq
(˘

ď
1

4
µptx P I : bpxq P S1uq.

Similarly, we get

(8.10) µ
`␣

x P I : bpxq P Q12px0, r2px0qq
H

lpx0, r2px0qq
(˘

ď
1

4
µptx P I : bpxq P S1uq.

Thus from (8.9) and (8.10) one has

µptx P I : bpxq P lpx0, r1px0qq X S1uq ě
1

2
µptx P I : bpxq P S1uq.

Hence the desired result is obtained by Lemma 8.3.

Case 2: There exists x0 P rA,Bs, such that r3px0q “ r4px0q. The proof is the same as in Case 1.
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Case 3: For any x P rA,Bs, r1pxq ă r2pxq and r3pxq ă r4pxq. Our aim is to prove that there
exists y P rA,Bs, such that

(8.11)
!

r : fpy, rq ě
1

4
, gpy, rq ě

1

4

)

X

!

r : f̃py, rq ě
1

4
, g̃py, rq ě

1

4

)

‰ H.

We need the following definition: for any i P t1, 2, 3, 4u, define

ripc´q “ lim
xÕc

ripxq, @c P pA,Bs,

and

ripc`q “ lim
xŒc

ripxq, @c P rA,Bq.

Note that ri is always monotone, thus the above definition makes sense.

Now we show the following important properties:
‚ For any c P pA,Bs, one has

(8.12) r1pc´q ď r2pcq

and

(8.13) r3pcq ď r4pc´q,

‚ For any c P rA,Bq, one has

(8.14) r1pcq ď r2pc`q

and

(8.15) r3pc`q ď r4pcq.

We only prove (8.12). If r1pc´q ą r2pcq, then for any given a satisfying

r1pc´q ą a ą r2pcq,

by the definition of r1pc´q, there exists a sequence txnu satisfying xn Õ c such that

r1pxnq ą a ą r2pcq.

Since g is decreasing with respect to the angle, by the definition of r1pxnq, we have gpxn, aq ě 1
4 .

Then from the fact that g is left-continuous with respect to x, one has

gpc, aq ě
1

4
.

Besides, since f is increasing with respect to the angle, we have

fpc, aq ě fpc, r2pcqq ě
1

4
.

Thus by the definition of r2pcq, one gets a ď r2pcq. It contradicts a ą r2pcq.

Now we come back to the proof of (8.11). By (8.7) and (8.8), (8.11) is equivalent to proving
that there exists y P rA,Bs, such that

(8.16) rr1pyq, r2pyqs X rr3pyq, r4pyqs ‰ H.

If r1pxq ď r4pxq for all x P rA,Bs, since lA divides S1 into two closed parts R1 and R2

satisfying (8.6), we have r2pAq ě π
2 . Besides, note that A ď α2, which implies that r3pAq ď π

2 .
Thus we only have the following four cases:
‚ r3pAq ď r1pAq ď r4pAq ď r2pAq,
‚ r3pAq ď r1pAq ď r2pAq ď r4pAq,
‚ r1pAq ď r3pAq ď r4pAq ď r2pAq,
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‚ r1pAq ď r3pAq ď r2pAq ď r4pAq.
Hence

rr1pAq, r2pAqs X rr3pAq, r4pAqs ‰ H.

and (8.16) is obtained by letting y “ A.
Now suppose that there exists x P rA,Bs such that r1pxq ą r4pxq. Then we define

c0 “ suptx P rA,Bs : r1pxq ´ r4pxq ą 0u.

We will consider three cases according to the value of c0.

Subcase 3.1: A ă c0 ă B. From the definition of c0 we know that

(8.17) r1pc0´q ě r4pc0´q, and r1pc0`q ď r4pc0`q.

Besides, for any c0 ă x ď B,

r1pxq ď r4pxq.

There are three subcases in this situation:
(1) if there exists c0 ă x0 ď B, such that r1px0q “ r4px0q, then (8.16) is obvious by letting
y “ x0,
(2) if for all c0 ă x ď B,

r1pxq ă r4pxq,

but there exists c0 ă x0 ď B, such that r2px0q ě r3px0q, then (8.16) is derived by letting y “ x0,
(3) if for any c0 ă x ď B,

r1pxq ă r4pxq and r2pxq ă r3pxq,

this implies that

r2pc0`q ď r3pc0`q.

On the one hand, from (8.14) and (8.15) one has

r1pc0q ď r2pc0`q ď r3pc0`q ď r4pc0q.

On the other hand, from (8.12), (8.13) and (8.17) we get

r3pc0q ď r4pc0´q ď r1pc0´q ď r2pc0q.

Hence (8.16) is obtained by letting y “ c0.

Subcase 3.2: c0 “ B. This implies that

r1pB´q ě r4pB´q.

From (8.12) and (8.13) we know that

r3pBq ď r4pB´q ď r1pB´q ď r2pBq.

Note that

r1pBq ď
π

2
ď r4pBq.

Hence (8.16) is derived by letting y “ B.
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Subcase 3.3: c0 “ A. This implies that for any A ă x ď B,

r1pxq ď r4pxq.

We need to consider the following three subcases:
(1) if there exists A ă x0 ď B, such that r2px0q ě r4px0q, then

r1px0q ď r4px0q ď r2px0q.

Thus (8.16) is obtained by letting y “ x0,
(2) if for all A ă x ď B,

r2pxq ă r4pxq,

but there exists A ă x0 ď B, such that r2px0q ě r3px0q, then (8.16) is derived by letting y “ x0,
(3) if for any A ă x ď B,

r2pxq ă r4pxq and r2pxq ă r3pxq,

this implies that
r2pA`q ď r3pA`q.

Thus from (8.14) and (8.15) we have

r1pAq ď r2pA`q ď r3pA`q ď r4pAq.

Note that
r3pAq ď

π

2
ď r2pAq.

Hence (8.16) is obtained by letting y “ A.
Now we have proved (8.16). Thus we choose r0pyq P rr1pyq, r2pyqs X rr3pyq, r4pyqs ‰ H, and

let the line L1 be the extension of the ray lpy, r0pyqq. Besides, for any given ỹ P pα1, α2q, let L2

be the line passing through ỹ, such that L1 K L2. Then L1 and L2 divide C into four closed
quadrants T1, T2, T3, T4 (see Figure 8.7). Moreover, from (8.5) we have

µptx P I : bpxq P Tiuq ě
1

4
µptx P I : bpxq P Siuq ě

1

16
µpIq, i P t1, 2, 3, 4u.

□

Figure 8.7.
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Remark 8.5. One would try to show Theorem 1.9 first for simple functions, and then use a limit
argument for general functions. However, it seems that the proof for simple functions is already
complicated. In addition, we do not know how to deal with the limit argument either.

9. Proof of Theorem 1.7: the scalar case

Our proof of Theorem 1.7 relies on the proof of the commutative case M “ C. However, it
is also of independent interest to consider the commutative case in its own right. Therefore, we
list the statement of Theorem 1.7 for M “ C as well.

Theorem 9.1. Let 1 ă p ă 8 and T P BpL2pRnqq be a singular integral operator with a non-
degenerate kernel Kpx, yq satisfying (1.3). Suppose that b is a locally integrable complex-valued
function. If CT,b P SppL2pRnqq, then b P BBBppRnq. Furthermore, we have

}b}BBBppRnq ≲n,p,T }CT,b}SppL2pRnqq.

In particular, when n ě 2 and p ď n, if CT,b P SppL2pRnqq, then b is constant.

In order to prove Theorem 9.1, we need to describe the Besov space BBBppRnq in terms of the
Schatten class membership of commutators involving singular integral operators. In this section,
we deal with singular integral operators associated with non-degenerate kernels in Hytönen’s
sense. We refer the reader to [26] for more details about non-degenerate kernels. At first, we
show that when 1 ă p ă 8, rT,Mbs P SppL2pRnqq implies b P BBBω,2n

p pRnq (see Lemma 9.8),

where BBBω,2n

p pRnq is defined in (6.15). Our proof is based on the complex median method, i.e.
Theorem 1.9. Then we show that for 1 ă p ă 8, BBBppRnq is the intersection of several dyadic
martingale Besov spaces associated with different translated dyadic systems (see Proposition
9.9). This enables us to transfer the martingale setting to the Euclidean setting. We start with
non-degenerate kernels.

9.1. Non-degenerate kernels. We first give the definition of non-degeneracy of kernels.

Definition 9.2. Let T P BpL2pRnqq be a singular integral operator with kernelKpx, yq satisfying
standard kernel estimates (1.3). K is called non-degenerate, if one of the following conditions
holds:

(a) for every y P Rn and r ą 0, there exists x P Bpy, rqc such that

(9.1) |Kpx, yq| ě
1

c0rn
,

where c0 is a fixed positive constant.
(b) if K is a homogeneous kernel with

(9.2) Kpx, yq “
Ωpx ´ yq

|x ´ y|n
,

where Ω P L1pSn´1qzt0u and Ωptxq “ Ωpxq for all t ą 0 and x P Rn (here Sn´1 is the sphere of
Rn), then there exists a Lebesgue point θ0 P Sn´1 of Ω such that

Ωpθ0q ‰ 0.

Remark 9.3. Let T be a Calderón-Zygmund transform with the convolution kernel Kpx, yq “

ϕpx´ yq. Then the non-degeneracy condition (a) in Definition 9.2 is simplified into the following
form: for every r ą 0, there exists x P Bp0, rqc with

|ϕpxq| ě
1

c0rn
,

We refer to [26] for more details.
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In the rest of this section, the kernel K will be always assumed to satisfy (1.3) and to be
non-degenerate. From the above definition, we obtain the following property for K.

Lemma 9.4. For every A ě 3 and every ball B “ Bpx0, rq, there is a disjoint ball B̃ “ Bpy0, rq

at distance distpB, B̃q « Ar such that

(9.3) |Kpy0, x0q| «
1

Anrn
,

and for all x1 P B and y1 P B̃,

(9.4) |Kpy1, x1q ´ Kpy0, x0q| ≲
1

An`αrn
.

Furthermore, if Kpy0, x0q is real and A is sufficiently large, then there exists a positive number
ϱ which depends on A, α and n and is much less than 1 such that

(9.5) |ImpKpy1, x1qq| ď ϱRepKpy1, x1qq and |Kpy1, x1q| ď 2RepKpy1, x1qq

for any x1 P B and y1 P B̃, where Re
`

Kpy1, x1q
˘

and Im
`

Kpy1, x1q
˘

are the real and imaginary
parts of Kpy1, x1q respectively.

Proof. (1) Assume that K is as in Definition 9.2 (a). For a fixed ball B “ Bpx0, rq and A ě 3,
thanks to the standard estimate of K and (9.1), there exists a point y0 P Bpx0, Arqc such that

1

c0pArqn
ď |Kpy0, x0q| ď

C

|x0 ´ y0|n
.

This implies that

Ar ď |x0 ´ y0| ď pc0Cq
1
nAr, |Kpy0, x0q| «

1

Anrn
.

Let B̃ “ Bpy0, rq. Since A ě 3, we have distpB, B̃q « |x0 ´ y0|. Thus distpB, B̃q « Ar.
(2) Assume that K is as in Definition 9.2 (b). For a fixed ball B “ Bpx0, rq and A ě 3, let

y0 “ x0 ` Arθ0 and B̃ “ Bpy0, rq. It is not hard to check that distpB, B̃q « Ar and

|Kpy0, x0q| “
|Ωpy0 ´ x0q|

|y0 ´ x0|n
“

|ΩpArθ0q|

|Arθ0|n
“

|Ωpθ0q|

pArqn
«

1

pArqn
.

This finishes the proof of (9.3).

Now we show (9.4) and (9.5). For x1 P B and y1 P B̃, from (1.3) we have

|Kpy1, x1q ´ Kpy0, x0q| ď |Kpy1, x1q ´ Kpy0, x1q| ` |Kpy0, x1q ´ Kpy0, x0q|

≲
|y1 ´ y0|α

|y1 ´ x1|n`α
`

|x1 ´ x0|α

|x1 ´ y0|n`α

≲
rα

pArqn`α
`

rα

pArqn`α
«

1

An`αrn
.

When A is sufficiently large, Kpy1, x1q will be very close to Kpy0, x0q. Hence if Kpy0, x0q is real,
we deduce that

Anrn|RepKpy1, x1qq ´ Kpy0, x0q| ≲
1

Aα

and

Anrn|ImpKpy1, x1qq| ≲
1

Aα
.

Note that by (9.3) that
Anrn|Kpy0, x0q| « 1.

Therefore, we deduce that

|ImpKpy1, x1qq| ď ϱRepKpy1, x1qq and |Kpy1, x1q| ď 2RepKpy1, x1qq



NONCOMMUTATIVE MARTINGALE PARAPRODUCTS AND OPERATOR-VALUED COMMUTATORS 69

for sufficiently small ϱ. □

9.2. A key lemma. This subsection establishes a key lemma for the proof of Theorem 9.1. We
will need the following lemma due to Rochberg and Semmes in [52].

Lemma 9.5. Let 1 ă p ă 8. Assume that teIuIPD and tfIuIPD are function sequences in

L2pRnq satisfying suppeI , suppfI Ď I and }eI}8, }fI}8 ď |I|´
1
2 . For any bounded compact

operator V on L2pRnq, one has
ÿ

IPD

ˇ

ˇxeI , V pfIqy
ˇ

ˇ

p
≲n,p }V }

p
SppL2pRnqq

.

In Section 10, we will extend Lemma 9.5 to the semicommutative setting, that is Theorem
10.1. We also give a different but self-contained proof of Theorem 10.1 in Section 10, which
directly implies Lemma 9.5.

The following lemma is explicitly stated in [8]. In fact, it is due to Mei [35] in the case of Tn.
Mei made a remark [35, Remark 7] for Rn. However, Conde [8] noted that Mei’s remark is not
correct, and he finally found the following right substitution.

Lemma 9.6. There exist n ` 1 dyadic systems Dωp1q,Dωp2q, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Dωpn`1q in Rn, where ωpiq P

pt0, 1unqZ for all 1 ď i ď n ` 1, such that for any cube B Ă Rn, there exists some cube Q P
n`1
Ť

i“1

Dωpiq satisfying

B Ď Q Ď cnB,

where cn only depends on n. Moreover, n ` 1 is the optimal number of such dyadic systems.

Lemma 9.7. Let Dωp1q,Dωp2q, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Dωpn`1q be n ` 1 dyadic systems as in Lemma 9.6. For any

cube B Ă Rn of length 2´k with k P Z, let Q P
n`1
Ť

i“1

Dωpiq such that

B Ď Q Ď cnB.

Then for any given ω P pt0, 1unqZ, Q contains only a finite number of dyadic cubes in Dω
k , and

this number only depends on n.

Proof. Fix k P Z. From Lemma 9.6, we have

ℓpQq ď cnℓpBq “ cn2
´k.

This implies that Q contain at most tcnun dyadic cubes in Dω
k . □

Now we come to the following lemma, which is vital for the proof of Theorem 9.1. It describes
the relation between }b}

BBBω,2n
p pRnq

and }rT,Mbs}SppL2pRnqq.

Lemma 9.8. Let 1 ă p ă 8. Suppose that b is a locally integrable complex-valued function. If
rT,Mbs P SppL2pRnqq, then for any ω P pt0, 1unqZ,

}b}
BBBω,2n

p pRnq
≲n,p,T }rT,Mbs}SppL2pRnqq.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that ω “ 0. Recall that

}b}p
BBB0,2n

p pRnq
“

ÿ

IPD0

2n´1
ÿ

i“1

|I|´
p
2 |xhi

I , by|p.

For any given k P Z and I P D0
k, let cpIq be the center of I. Let B “ BpcpIq, 2´k

?
nq, then

I Ă B. Due to Lemma 9.4, for any given A which is much greater than n, there is a disjoint ball
B̃ “ Bpy0, 2

´k
?
nq at distance distpB, B̃q «n 2´kA, such that

(9.6) |Kpy0, cpIqq| «n,T
1

An|I|
.
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Then we choose a cube Î P D0
k such that Î Ă B̃ and y0 P Î. It is not hard to find that

distpI, Îq «n 2´kA. In the following, we will always assume that A is a sufficiently large number.

By Theorem 1.9, there exist θ “ θpÎ , bq P r0, 2πq and αÎpbq P C such that if we denote

F I
s “

"

x P Î : ´
π

4
`

ps ´ 1qπ

2
ď arg

´

eiθ
`

αÎpbq ´ bpxq
˘

¯

ď ´
π

4
`

sπ

2
or bpxq “ αÎpbq

*

,

where s P t1, 2, 3, 4u, and argpzq is the argument of a complex number z, then |F I
s | ě 1

16 |Î|, and

F I
1 Y F I

2 Y F I
3 Y F I

4 “ Î. Note that for any 1 ď i ď 2n ´ 1,

|I|´
1
2 |xhi

I , by| “ |I|´
1
2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˆ
I

hi
Ipxqbpxqdx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“ |I|´
1
2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˆ
I

hi
Ipxq

`

bpxq ´ αÎpbq
˘

dx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
1

|I|

ˆ
I

|bpxq ´ αÎpbq|dx

“
1

|I|

2n
ÿ

q“1

ˆ
Ipqq

|bpxq ´ αÎpbq|dx,

where Ipqq is the q-th subinterval of I. Similarly, we define

EI
s “

"

x P I : ´
π

4
`

ps ´ 1qπ

2
ď arg

´

eiθ
`

bpxq ´ αÎpbq
˘

¯

ď ´
π

4
`

sπ

2
or bpxq “ αÎpbq

*

,

then for any 1 ď i ď 2n ´ 1,

(9.7)

|I|´
1
2 |xhi

I , by| ď
1

|I|

2n
ÿ

q“1

ˆ
Ipqq

|bpxq ´ αÎpbq|dx

ď
1

|I|

2n
ÿ

q“1

4
ÿ

s“1

ˆ
IpqqXEI

s

|bpxq ´ αÎpbq|dx

“:
4
ÿ

s“1

M I
s .

Note that for any s P t1, 2, 3, 4u, if x P Ipqq X EI
s and x̂ P F I

s , then

(9.8)
|bpxq ´ αÎpbq| ď

ˇ

ˇeiθ
`

bpxq ´ αÎpbq
˘
ˇ

ˇ `
ˇ

ˇeiθ
`

αÎpbq ´ bpx̂q
˘
ˇ

ˇ

ď 2
ˇ

ˇeiθ
`

bpxq ´ bpx̂q
˘
ˇ

ˇ “ 2|bpxq ´ bpx̂q|.

Thus by (9.6) and (9.8) one has

M I
s «

1

|I|

2n
ÿ

q“1

ˆ
IpqqXEI

s

|bpxq ´ αÎpbq|dx ¨
|F I

s |

|I|

«n,T
An

|I|

2n
ÿ

q“1

ˆ
IpqqXEI

s

|bpxq ´ αÎpbq||Kpy0, cpIqq||F I
s |dx

“
An

|I|

2n
ÿ

q“1

ˆ
IpqqXEI

s

ˆ
F I

s

|bpxq ´ αÎpbq||Kpy0, cpIqq|dx̂dx

ď
2An

|I|

2n
ÿ

q“1

ˆ
IpqqXEI

s

ˆ
F I

s

|bpxq ´ bpx̂q||Kpy0, cpIqq|dx̂dx.
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For any s P t1, 2, 3, 4u, x P Ipqq X EI
s and x̂ P F I

s , from Lemma 9.4 we have

|Kpx̂, xq ´ Kpy0, cpIqq| ≲n,T
1

An`α|I|
.

Hence |Kpx̂, xq| ě 1
2 |Kpy0, cpIqq| thanks to (9.6). Thus

M I
s ≲n,T

4An

|I|

2n
ÿ

q“1

ˆ
IpqqXEI

s

ˆ
F I

s

|bpxq ´ bpx̂q||Kpx̂, xq|dx̂dx.

We first estimate M I
1 . Let θ1 P r0, 2πq such that eiθ1Kpy0, cpIqq is positive. Thus from Lemma

9.4 we obtain

(9.9) |Kpx̂, xq| ď 2Re
`

eiθ1Kpx̂, xq
˘

.

Moreover, note that for any x P Ipqq X EI
1 and x̂ P F I

1 , the arguments of eiθ
`

bpxq ´ αÎpbq
˘

and

eiθ
`

αÎpbq ´ bpx̂q
˘

both belong to r´π
4 ,

π
4 s, thus

´
π

4
ď arg

´

eiθ
`

bpxq ´ bpx̂q
˘

¯

ď
π

4
.

This implies that

(9.10)
ˇ

ˇeiθ
`

bpxq ´ bpx̂q
˘
ˇ

ˇ ď 2Re
´

eiθ
`

bpxq ´ bpx̂q
˘

¯

and

(9.11)
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Im

´

eiθ
`

bpxq ´ bpx̂q
˘

¯
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď Re

´

eiθ
`

bpxq ´ bpx̂q
˘

¯

.

Thus from (9.9) and (9.10) we deduce that

M I
1 ≲n,T

4An

|I|

2n
ÿ

q“1

ˆ
IpqqXEI

1

ˆ
F I

1

ˇ

ˇeiθ
`

bpxq ´ bpx̂q
˘ˇ

ˇ|Kpx̂, xq|dx̂dx

ď
8An

|I|

2n
ÿ

q“1

ˆ
IpqqXEI

1

ˆ
F I

1

Re
´

eiθ
`

bpxq ´ bpx̂q
˘

¯

|Kpx̂, xq|dx̂dx

ď
16An

|I|

2n
ÿ

q“1

ˆ
IpqqXEI

1

ˆ
F I

1

Re
´

eiθ
`

bpxq ´ bpx̂q
˘

¯

¨ Re
`

eiθ1Kpx̂, xq
˘

dx̂dx.

Notice that from Lemma 9.4 one has

(9.12)
ˇ

ˇIm
`

eiθ1Kpx̂, xq
˘
ˇ

ˇ ď ϱRe
`

eiθ1Kpx̂, xq
˘

,

where ϱ is a positive number which depends on A, α and n and is much less than 1. Then from
(9.11) and (9.12) we derive that

Re
´

eiθ
`

bpxq ´ bpx̂q
˘

¯

¨ Re
`

eiθ1Kpx̂, xq
˘

ď 2Re
´

eiθ
`

bpxq ´ bpx̂q
˘

¯

¨ Re
`

eiθ1Kpx̂, xq
˘

´ 2Im
´

eiθ
`

bpxq ´ bpx̂q
˘

¯

¨ Im
`

eiθ1Kpx̂, xq
˘

“ 2Re
´

eiθpbpxq ´ bpx̂qq ¨ eiθ1Kpx̂, xq

¯

.
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Hence

M I
1 ≲n,T

32An

|I|

2n
ÿ

q“1

ˆ
IpqqXEI

1

ˆ
F I

1

Re
´

eiθpbpxq ´ bpx̂qq ¨ eiθ1Kpx̂, xq

¯

dx̂dx

ď
32An

|I|

2n
ÿ

q“1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˆ
IpqqXEI

1

ˆ
F I

1

eiθpbpxq ´ bpx̂qq ¨ eiθ1Kpx̂, xqdx̂dx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“
32An

|I|

2n
ÿ

q“1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˆ
IpqqXEI

1

ˆ
F I

1

pbpxq ´ bpx̂qqKpx̂, xqdx̂dx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

.

Similarly, the other three terms M I
2 , M

I
3 and M I

4 can be dealt with in the same way as M I
1 by

rotation, and we obtain

(9.13) M I
s ≲n,T

An

|I|

2n
ÿ

q“1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˆ
IpqqXEI

s

ˆ
F I

s

pbpxq ´ bpx̂qqKpx̂, xqdx̂dx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

, s P t1, 2, 3, 4u.

Hence from (9.7) and (9.13) one has

(9.14)

}b}p
BBB0,2n

p pRnq
“

ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

IPD0
k

2n´1
ÿ

i“1

|I|´
p
2 |xhi

I , by|p

ď p2n ´ 1q ¨ 4p´1
ÿ

IPD0

4
ÿ

s“1

pM I
s qp

≲n,p,T Anp
4
ÿ

s“1

2n
ÿ

q“1

ÿ

IPD0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

A |Ipqq|
1
21F I

s

|I|
, rT,Mbs

1IpqqXEI
s

|Ipqq|
1
2

E

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p

.

For any I P D0
k, note that distpI, Îq “ 2´kCnA, where Cn is a constant only depending on n.

Let cpÎq be the center of Î. We consider the cube QpIq, where the center of QpIq is cpIq`cpÎq

2 ,

and the length of QpIq is 2´k`1CnA. This implies that I, Î Ă QpIq. Besides, from Lemma 9.6

we know that there exists some cube JpIq P
n`1
Ť

i“1

Dωpiq such that

QpIq Ď JpIq Ď cnQpIq.

Notice that I Ď JpIq and

ℓpIq ď ℓpJpIqq ď cnℓpQpIqq ď 2cnCnAℓpIq.

Now for any s P t1, 2, 3, 4u and 1 ď q ď 2n, let

eJpIq,s,q “
|Ipqq|

1
21F I

s

|I|
and fJpIq,s,q “

1IpqqXEI
s

|Ipqq|
1
2

.

Then suppeJpIq,s,q, suppfJpIq,s,q Ď JpIq and }eJpIq,s,q}8, }fJpIq,s,q}8 ď C|JpIq|´
1
2 , where the

constant C only depends on n and A. Note that from (9.14) one has

}b}p
BBB0,2n

p pRnq
≲n,p,T Anp

4
ÿ

s“1

2n
ÿ

q“1

ÿ

IPD0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

@

eJpIq,s,q, rT,MbspfJpIq,s,qq
D

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p

.

From Lemma 9.7, each JpIq contains only a finite number of dyadic cubes in D0
k, and this number

only depends on n and A. Therefore, from Lemma 9.5 we get

}b}
BBB0,2n

p pRnq
≲n,p,T }rT,Mbs}SppL2pRnqq,
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as long as we fix A. (Here we apply Lemma 9.5 for dyadic systems Dωpiq.) □

9.3. Proof of Theorem 9.1. As mentioned before, we will show that for 1 ă p ă 8, the
operator-valued Besov space BBBppRn, LppMqq is the intersection of finite well-chosen martingale
Besov spaces, where the number of chosen martingales only depends on n. We will use the dyadic
covering result in Lemma 9.6.

Proposition 9.9. Let 1 ă p ă 8. Let Dωp1q,Dωp2q, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Dωpn`1q be n ` 1 dyadic systems as in
Lemma 9.6. Then

BBBppRn, LppMqq “

n`1
č

i“1

BBBωpiq,2n

p pRn,Mq,

where the norm for the intersection on the right hand side is the maximum of the involved norms.

Proof. By the standard limit argument, it suffices to show that if b is a locally integrable LppMq-

valued function, and b P BBB
ωpiq,2n

p pRn,Mq for any 1 ď i ď n ` 1, then

(9.15) }b}BBBppRn,LppMqq «n,p

n`1
ÿ

i“1

}b}
BBB

ωpiq,2n
p pRn,Mq

.

Note that

}b}pBBBppRn,LppMqq
“

ˆ
RnˆRn

}bpxq ´ bpyq}
p
LppMq

|x ´ y|2n
dxdy

“
ÿ

kPZ

ˆ
2´pk`2qă|x´y|ď2´pk`1q

}bpxq ´ bpyq}
p
LppMq

|x ´ y|2n
dxdy

«n

ÿ

kPZ

ˆ
2´pk`2qă|x´y|ď2´pk`1q

22nk}bpxq ´ bpyq}
p
LppMq

dxdy

“
ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

IPD0
k

1

|I|2

ˆ
I

ˆ
2´pk`2qă|x´y|ď2´pk`1q

}bpxq ´ bpyq}
p
LppMq

dxdy.

For any given k P Z and I P D0
k, we consider the cube 2I. From Lemma 9.6, we know that there

exists QpIq P
n`1
Ť

i“1

Dωpiq such that

2I Ď QpIq Ď cn ¨ 2I.

Besides, note that
ℓpQpIqq ď 2cnℓpIq “ cn2

´k`1.

From Lemma 9.7 it implies that QpIq contains only a finite number of dyadic cubes in D0
k, and

the number only depends on n. Thus

1

|I|2

ˆ
I

ˆ
2´pk`2qă|x´y|ď2´pk`1q

}bpxq ´ bpyq}
p
LppMq

dxdy

≲n
1

|QpIq|2

ˆ
QpIqˆQpIq

}bpxq ´ bpyq}
p
LppMq

dxdy.

Then

}b}pBBBppRn,LppMqq
≲n

ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

IPD0
k

1

|QpIq|2

ˆ
QpIqˆQpIq

}bpxq ´ bpyq}
p
LppMq

dxdy

≲n

n`1
ÿ

i“1

ÿ

QPDωpiq

1

|Q|2

ˆ
QˆQ

}bpxq ´ bpyq}
p
LppMq

dxdy.
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Note that for any given 1 ď i ď n ` 1 and Q P Dωpiq,ˆ
QˆQ

}bpxq ´ bpyq}
p
LppMq

dxdy

“

ˆ
QˆQ

›

›

›

›

bpxq ´

B

1Q

|Q|
, b

F

`

B

1Q

|Q|
, b

F

´ bpyq

›

›

›

›

p

LppMq

dxdy

≲p |Q|

ˆ
Q

›

›

›

›

bpxq ´

B

1Q

|Q|
, b

F›

›

›

›

p

LppMq

dx.

Then from Proposition 2.15 we obtain

}b}pBBBppRn,LppMqq
≲n,p

n`1
ÿ

i“1

ÿ

QPDωpiq

1

|Q|

ˆ
Q

›

›

›

›

bpxq ´

B

1Q

|Q|
, b

F
›

›

›

›

p

LppMq

dx

“

n`1
ÿ

i“1

ÿ

kPZ

ÿ

QPDωpiq

k

1

|Q|

ˆ
Q

}bpxq ´ b
ωpiq
k pxq}

p
LppMq

dx

“

n`1
ÿ

i“1

ÿ

kPZ
2nk}b ´ b

ωpiq
k }

p
LppRn,LppMqq

«n,p

n`1
ÿ

i“1

}b}p
BBB

ωpiq,2n
p pRn,Mq

,

where

b
ωpiq
k “

ÿ

QPDωpiq

k

B

1Q

|Q|
, b

F

1Q.

Therefore, from Lemma 6.8 and the above inequality, we derive (9.15) as desired. □

Now we give the proof of Theorem 9.1.

Proof of Theorem 9.1. For any ω P pt0, 1unqZ, from Lemma 9.8 one has

}b}
BBBω,2n

p pRnq
≲n,p,T }rT,Mbs}SppL2pRnqq ă 8.

Hence from Proposition 9.9 we obtain that b P BBBppRnq and

}b}BBBppRnq ≲n,p,T }rT,Mbs}SppL2pRnqq ă 8.

In particular, when n ě 2 and 0 ă p ď n, if rT,Mbs P SppL2pRnqq, then rT,Mbs P SnpL2pRnqq

as SppL2pRnqq Ă SqpL2pRnqq for 0 ă p ď q ď 8. This implies that b P BBBnpRnq. Hence by
Proposition 6.11, we see that b is constant. □

10. Proof of Theorem 1.7

This section aims to describe operator-valued Besov space BBBppRn, LppMqq in terms of the
Schatten class membership of operator-valued commutators. Our goal is to prove Theorem 1.7.
Without doubt, this semicommutative setting is much more involved. Similar to the previous
section, we first show that rT,Mbs P LppBpL2pRnqq bMq implies b P BBBω,2n

p pRn,Mq (see Lemma
10.2). Our main ingredients are the duality method, Lemma 9.8 and the semicommutative
version of Lemma 9.5. Then Theorem 1.7 is derived from Proposition 9.9. We proceed with the
proof of Theorem 10.1, the semicommutative version of Lemma 9.5.
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Theorem 10.1. Let 1 ă p ă 8. Assume that teIuIPD and tfIuIPD are function sequences in

L2pRnq satisfying suppeI , suppfI Ď I and }eI}8, }fI}8 ď |I|´
1
2 . For any V P LppBpL2pRnqq b

Mq, one has
ÿ

IPD

›

›xeI , V pfIqy
›

›

p

LppMq
≲n,p }V }

p
LppBpL2pRnqqbMq

,

where xeI , V pfIqy “ Tr b IdLppMqpV ¨ pfI b eIq b 1Mq is a partial trace.

Proof. For any sequence tλIuIPD Ă Lp1 pMq, let

A “
ÿ

IPD
λI ¨ fI b eI .

From Lemma 3.2 one has

τ

ˆ

ÿ

IPD
λIxeI , V pfIqy

˙

“ pTr b τqpAV q

ď }A}Lp1 pBpL2pRnqqbMq}V }LppBpL2pRnqqbMq

≲n,p

ˆ

ÿ

IPD
}λI}

p1

Lp1 pMq

˙1{p1

}V }LppBpL2pRnqqbMq.

Hence by duality we obtain
ÿ

IPD

›

›xeI , V pfIqy
›

›

p

LppMq
≲n,p }V }

p
LppBpL2pRnqqbMq

,

as desired. □

We proceed with the following main lemma, which reveals the relationship between }b}
BBBω,2n

p pRn,Mq

and }rT,Mbs}LppBpL2pRnqqbMq.

Lemma 10.2. Let 1 ă p ă 8 and T P BpL2pRnqq be a singular integral operator with a non-
degenerate kernel Kpx, yq satisfying standard kernel estimates (1.3). Suppose that b is a locally
integrable LppMq-valued function. If rT,Mbs P LppBpL2pRnqqbMq, then for any ω P pt0, 1unqZ,

}b}
BBBω,2n

p pRn,Mq
≲n,p,T }rT,Mbs}LppBpL2pRnqqbMq.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that ω “ 0. Note that

}b}
BBB0,2n

p pRn,Mq
“

ˆ

ÿ

IPD0

2n´1
ÿ

i“1

|I|´
p
2 }xhi

I , by}
p
LppMq

˙
1
p

.

In the following, we dualize }b}
BBB0,2n

p pRn,Mq
with

(10.1)
ÿ

IPD0

2n´1
ÿ

i“1

}λI,i}
p1

Lp1 pMq
ď 1

to consider
ÿ

IPD0

2n´1
ÿ

i“1

|I|´
1
2 τ

`

λI,i ¨ xhi
I , by

˘

.

Now we fix I P D0 and 1 ď i ď 2n ´ 1. Define

GλI,i,bpxq “ τ
`

λI,i ¨ bpxq
˘

, @x P Rn.
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Then GλI,i,b is a locally integrable complex-valued function. Similarly to the proof of Lemma
9.8, where b is replaced by GλI,i,b, we prove that

|I|´
1
2

ˇ

ˇτ
`

λI,i ¨ xhi
I , by

˘
ˇ

ˇ “ |I|´
1
2 |xhi

I , GλI,i,by|

≲n,p,T

4
ÿ

s“1

An

|I|

2n
ÿ

q“1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˆ
IpqqXEI

s

ˆ
F I

s

pGλI,i,bpxq ´ GλI,i,bpx̂qqKpx̂, xqdx̂dx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

4
ÿ

s“1

An

|I|

2n
ÿ

q“1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

τ

ˆ

λI,i ¨

ˆ
IpqqXEI

s

ˆ
F I

s

pbpxq ´ bpx̂qqKpx̂, xqdx̂dx

˙
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď }λI,i}Lp1 pMq ¨

4
ÿ

s“1

An

|I|

2n
ÿ

q“1

›

›

›

›

ˆ
IpqqXEI

s

ˆ
F I

s

pbpxq ´ bpx̂qqKpx̂, xqdx̂dx

›

›

›

›

LppMq

“ }λI,i}Lp1 pMq ¨ An
4
ÿ

s“1

2n
ÿ

q“1

›

›

›

›

A |Ipqq|
1
21F I

s

|I|
, rT,Mbs

1IpqqXEI
s

|Ipqq|
1
2

E

›

›

›

›

LppMq

,

where EI
s and F I

s depend on GλI,i,b, and A is a sufficiently large number. Thus by duality and
(10.1),

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

IPD0

2n´1
ÿ

i“1

|I|´
1
2 τ

`

λI,i ¨ xhi
I , by

˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

≲n,p,T

ÿ

IPD0

2n´1
ÿ

i“1

}λI,i}Lp1 pMq ¨ An
4
ÿ

s“1

2n
ÿ

q“1

›

›

›

›

A |Ipqq|
1
21F I

s

|I|
, rT,Mbs

1IpqqXEI
s

|Ipqq|
1
2

E

›

›

›

›

LppMq

ď

ˆ

ÿ

IPD0

2n´1
ÿ

i“1

}λI,i}
p1

Lp1 pMq

˙
1
p1

¨

ˆ

ÿ

IPD0

2n´1
ÿ

i“1

ˆ

An
4
ÿ

s“1

2n
ÿ

q“1

›

›

›

›

A |Ipqq|
1
21F I

s

|I|
, rT,Mbs

1IpqqXEI
s

|Ipqq|
1
2

E

›

›

›

›

LppMq

˙p˙ 1
p

≲n,p An

ˆ

ÿ

IPD0

4
ÿ

s“1

2n
ÿ

q“1

›

›

›

›

A |Ipqq|
1
21F I

s

|I|
, rT,Mbs

1IpqqXEI
s

|Ipqq|
1
2

E

›

›

›

›

p

LppMq

˙
1
p

For each I P D0
k, note that distpI, Îq “ 2´kCnA, where Cn is a constant only depending on n.

Let cpÎq be the center of Î. We consider the cube QpIq, such that the center of QpIq is cpIq`cpÎq

2 ,

and the length of QpIq is 2´k`1CnA. This implies that I, Î P QpIq. Besides, from Lemma 9.6

we know that there exists some cube JpIq P
n`1
Ť

i“1

Dωpiq such that

QpIq Ď JpIq Ď cnQpIq.

Now for any s P t1, 2, 3, 4u and 1 ď q ď 2n, let

eJpIq,s,q “
|Ipqq|

1
21F I

s

|I|
and fJpIq,s,q “

1IpqqXEI
s

|Ipqq|
1
2

.

Then suppeJpIq,s,q, suppfJpIq,s,q Ď JpIq and }eJpIq,s,q}8, }fJpIq,s,q}8 ď C|JpIq|´
1
2 , where the

constant C only depends on n and A. Notice that each JpIq contains only a finite number of
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dyadic cubes in D0
k and does not depend on GλI,i,b. Hence from Theorem 10.1 we get

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

IPD0

2n´1
ÿ

i“1

|I|´
1
2 τ

`

λI,i ¨ xhi
I , by

˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

≲n,p,T }rT,Mbs}LppBpL2pRnqqbMq.

Therefore, by duality,

}b}
BBB0,2n

p pRn,Mq
≲n,p,T }rT,Mbs}LppBpL2pRnqqbMq,

as desired. □

Now we give the proof of Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. For any ω P pt0, 1unqZ, from Lemma 10.2 one has

}b}
BBBω,2n

p pRn,Mq
≲n,p,T }rT,Mbs}LppBpL2pRnqqbMq.

Hence from Proposition 9.9 we obtain that b P BBBppRn, LppMqq and

}b}BBBppRn,LppMqq ≲n,p,T }rT,Mbs}LppBpL2pRnqqbMq.

In particular, when n ě 2 and 1 ă p ď n, if rT,Mbs P LppBpL2pRnqq b Mq, then b P

BBBppRn, LppMqq, and b is constant by Proposition 6.11. □

11. Proof of Theorem 1.11

This section aims to get a lower bound of boundedness of operator-valued commutators in
terms of operator-valued BMO spaces which are defined in Section 2. To achieve this, we will
establish a weak-factorization type decomposition in the semicommutative setting following a
similar argument as in [26, Lemma 2.3.1].

For any cube Q Ă Rn, define

L1,QpM, Lc
2pRnqq “

"

f P L1pM, Lc
2pRnqq : supp f Ď Q

*

,

L0
1,QpM, Lc

2pRnqq “

"

f P L1,QpM, Lc
2pRnqq :

ˆ
Q

fpxqdx “ 0

*

.

The following proposition is the weak-factorization type decomposition in the noncommutative
setting. Note also that from the proof of Lemma 9.4, the balls B and B̃ can be replaced by cubes
Q and Q̃.

Proposition 11.1. Suppose that Q and Q̃ are two cubes which satisfy the condition in Lemma
9.4. If f P L0

1,QpM, Lc
2pRnqq, then there is a decomposition

f “ gT phq ´ hpT˚pgqq˚ ` f̃ ,

where g “ 1Q̃, h P L1,QpM, Lc
2pRnqq and f̃ P L0

1,Q̃
pM, Lc

2pRnqq satisfy

}h}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq ≲n,T An}f}L1pM,Lc

2pRnqq, }f̃}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq ≲n,T εA}f}L1pM,Lc

2pRnqq.

In addition, A is sufficiently large, and εA is a positive number which depends on A and is much
less than 1.
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Proof. First we prove that

(11.1) |T˚pgqpxq| ≳n,T
1

An
, @x P Q.

For any x P Q,

T˚pgqpxq “

ˆ
Q̃

pKpy, xqq˚dy

“ |Q|pKpy0, x0qq˚ `

ˆ
Q̃

pKpy, xq ´ Kpy0, x0qq˚dy,

where x0 and y0 are the centers of Q and Q̃ respectively. On the one hand, from Lemma 9.4 we
know that

|Q||Kpy0, x0q| «n,T
|Q|

An|Q|
“

1

An
.

On the other hand, using Lemma 9.4 again, one has
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˆ
Q̃

Kpy, xq ´ Kpy0, x0qdy

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

ˆ
Q̃

|Kpy, xq ´ Kpy0, x0q|dy ≲n,T
εA
An

,

where εA is a positive number which depends on A and is much less than 1. Thus

|T˚pgqpxq| ě |Q||Kpy0, x0q| ´

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˆ
Q̃

Kpy, xq ´ Kpy0, x0qdy

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

≳n,T
1

An
.

Now we define

h “ ´
f

pT˚pgqq˚
and f̃ “ ´gT phq.

Then
f “ gT phq ´ hpT˚pgqq˚ ` f̃ .

Since f P L0
1,QpM, Lc

2pRnqq, we have

}h}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq ≲n,T An}f}L1pM,Lc

2pRnqq

and h P L1,QpM, Lc
2pRnqq.

Finally, we consider f̃ . Observe that

}f̃}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq “ }1Q̃ ¨ T phq}L1pM,Lc

2pRnqq.

We write T phq as

T phq “ T

ˆ

´
f

pT˚pgqq˚

˙

“ ´T

ˆ

f

Kpy0, x0q|Q|

˙

` T

ˆ

f

Kpy0, x0q|Q|
´

f

pT˚pgqq˚

˙

“: I ` II.

On the one hand, for any y P Q̃, note that
´
Q
fpxqdx “ 0, then by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

and Lemma 9.4,

|T pfqpyq|2 “

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˆ
Q

`

Kpy, xq ´ Kpy0, x0q
˘

fpxqdx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

ď

ˆ
Q

|Kpy, xq ´ Kpy0, x0q|2dx ¨

ˆ
Q

|fpxq|2dx

≲n,T

ˆ
Q

ε2A
A2n|Q|2

dx ¨

ˆ
Q

|fpxq|2dx

“
ε2A

A2n|Q|
¨

ˆ
Q

|fpxq|2dx.
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Thus

(11.2)

}1Q̃ ¨ I}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq “

›

›

›

›

ˆˆ
Q̃

|Ipyq|2dy

˙1{2›
›

›

›

L1pMq

“
1

|Kpy0, x0q||Q|

›

›

›

›

ˆˆ
Q̃

|T pfqpyq|2dy

˙1{2›
›

›

›

L1pMq

≲n,T An

›

›

›

›

ˆˆ
Q̃

|T pfqpyq|2dy

˙1{2›
›

›

›

L1pMq

≲n,T εA}f}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq.

On the other hand, for any x P Q, from Lemma 9.4 and (11.1) one has
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˆ

1

Kpy0, x0q|Q|
´

1

pT˚pgqq˚

˙

pxq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“
1

|Kpy0, x0q||Q||T˚pgqpxq|
¨

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
pT˚pgqpxqq˚ ´ Kpy0, x0q|Q|

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

≲n,T A2n

ˆ
Q̃

|Kpz, xq ´ Kpy0, x0q|dz ≲n,T AnεA.

From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma 9.4, we deduce that for any y P Q̃,

|IIpyq|2 “

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˆ
Q

Kpy, xq

ˆ

1

Kpy0, x0q|Q|
´

1

pT˚pgqq˚

˙

pxqfpxqdx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

ď

ˆ
Q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Kpy, xq

ˆ

1

Kpy0, x0q|Q|
´

1

pT˚pgqq˚

˙

pxq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dx ¨

ˆ
Q

|fpxq|2dx

≲n,T

ˆ
Q

1

A2n|Q|2
A2nε2Adx ¨

ˆ
Q

|fpxq|2dx

“
ε2A
|Q|

¨

ˆ
Q

|fpxq|2dx.

Thus

(11.3) }1Q̃ ¨ II}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq “

›

›

›

›

ˆˆ
Q̃

|IIpyq|2dy

˙1{2›
›

›

›

L1pMq

≲n,T εA}f}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq.

Hence from (11.2) and (11.3) we obtain

}f̃}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq ≲n,T εA}f}L1pM,Lc

2pRnqq.

Besides, note that ˆ
Q

f̃pxqdx “ ´xg, T phqy “ ´xT˚pgq, hy “

ˆ
Q

fpxqdx “ 0.

This implies that f̃ P L0
1,Q̃

pM, Lc
2pRnqq. □

To prove Theorem 1.11, we also need the following proposition.

Proposition 11.2. Let T P BpL2pRnqq be a singular integral operator with a non-degenerate

kernel Kpx, yq satisfying standard kernel estimates (1.3). Suppose that Q and Q̃ are two cubes
which satisfy the condition in Lemma 9.4. If f P L0

1,QpM, Lc
2pRnqq, then there is a decomposition

f “ g1T ph1q ´ h1pT˚pg1qq˚ ` g˚
2T ph2q ´ h2pT˚pg2qq˚ `

˜̃
f,

where g1 “ 1Q̃, h2 “ 1Q, g2 P L1,Q̃pM, Lc
2pRnqq, h1 P L1,QpM, Lc

2pRnqq and
˜̃
f P L0

1,QpM, Lc
2pRnqq

satisfy

(11.4) }g2}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq ≲n,T An}f}L1pM,Lc

2pRnqq, }h1}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq ≲n,T An}f}L1pM,Lc

2pRnqq,
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and

(11.5) }
˜̃
f}L1pM,Lc

2pRnqq ≲n,T εA}f}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq,

where A is sufficiently large, and εA is a positive number which depends on A and is much less
than 1.

Proof. Firstly, due to Proposition 11.1, there exists a decomposition

f “ g1T ph1q ´ h1pT˚pg1qq˚ ` f̃ ,

where g1 “ 1Q̃, h1 P L1,QpM, Lc
2pRnqq and f̃ P L0

1,Q̃
pM, Lc

2pRnqq satisfy

}h1}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq ≲n,T An}f}L1pM,Lc

2pRnqq, }f̃}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq ≲n,T εA}f}L1pM,Lc

2pRnqq,

where A is sufficiently large, and εA is a positive number which depends on A and is much less
than 1.

Secondly, we use Proposition 11.1 again, where T is replaced by T˚, f is replaced by f̃ , and
Q and Q̃ are replaced by Q̃ and Q respectively, then

f̃ “ g̃pT˚ph̃qq˚ ´ h̃˚T pg̃q `
˜̃
f,

where g̃ “ 1Q, h̃ P L1,Q̃pM, Lc
2pRnqq and

˜̃
f P L0

1,QpM, Lc
2pRnqq satisfy

}h̃}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq ≲n,T An}f̃}L1pM,Lc

2pRnqq ≲n,T An}f}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq

and

}
˜̃
f}L1pM,Lc

2pRnqq ≲n,T εA}f̃}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq ≲n,T εA}f}L1pM,Lc

2pRnqq.

Finally, let g2 “ ´h̃ and h2 “ g̃, then the proof is complete. □

Now we begin to prove Theorem 1.11.

Proof of Theorem 1.11. Recall that

}b}BMOcrpRn,Mq “ max
␣

}b}BMOcpRn,Mq, }b}BMOrpRn,Mq

(

.

By the duality in Theorem 2.19,

(11.6)
}b}BMOrpRn,Mq “ }b˚}BMOcpRn,Mq « sup

}m}H1,cpRn,Mq“1

|xb˚,my|.

According to the atomic decomposition ofH1,cpRn,Mq in Theorem 2.21, we only need to estimate
|xb˚, fy| when f is an Mc-atom.

Note that f P L0
1,QpM, Lc

2pRnqq for some cube Q, then from Proposition 11.2, we decompose
f into

f “ g1T ph1q ´ h1pT˚pg1qq˚ ` g˚
2T ph2q ´ h2pT˚pg2qq˚ `

˜̃
f,

where g1, g2, h1, h2 and
˜̃
f satisfy the condition in Proposition 11.2, and Q̃ is another disjoint

cube with length ℓpQq at distance distpQ, Q̃q « AℓpQq. In the following A is assumed to be a
sufficiently large number. Then we calculate

(11.7)

xb˚, fy “
@

b˚, g1T ph1q ´ h1pT˚pg1qq˚
D

`
@

b˚, g˚
2T ph2q ´ h2pT˚pg2qq˚

D

` xb˚,
˜̃
fy

“
@

g1, bT ph1q ´ T pbh1q
D

`
@

g2, bT ph2q ´ T pbh2q
D

` xb˚,
˜̃
fy

“ ´
@

g1, rT,Mbsph1q
D

´
@

g2, rT,Mbsph2q
D

` xb˚,
˜̃
fy.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˆ
Rn

g1pxq ¨ rT,Mbsph1qpxqdx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

ˆ ˆ
Rn

|g1pxq|2dx

˙1{2

¨

ˆˆ
Rn

ˇ

ˇrT,Mbsph1qpxq
ˇ

ˇ

2
dx

˙1{2

.
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This implies that

(11.8)
ˇ

ˇ

@

g1, rT,Mbsph1q
D
ˇ

ˇ ď }g1}L2pRnq}rT,Mbsph1q}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq.

By duality,

}rT,Mbsph1q}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq ď sup

}s}L8pM,Lc
2pRnqq“1

›

›rT,Mbs˚psq
›

›

L8pM,Lc
2pRnqq

}h1}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq.

We regard
´
Rn

ˇ

ˇrT,Mbs˚psqpxq
ˇ

ˇ

2
dx as a left multiplication operator on L2pMq, then

}rT,Mbs˚psq}L8pM,Lc
2pRnqq “

›

›

›

›

ˆ
Rn

ˇ

ˇrT,Mbs˚psqpxq
ˇ

ˇ

2
dx

›

›

›

›

1{2

M

“ sup
}t}L2pMq“1

ˆˆ
Rn

A

ˇ

ˇrT,Mbs˚psqpxq
ˇ

ˇ

2
t, t

E

L2pMq
dx

˙1{2

“ sup
}t}L2pMq“1

ˆˆ
Rn

›

›rT,Mbs˚psqpxqt
›

›

2

L2pMq
dx

˙1{2

.

Note that rT,Mbs˚psqpxqt “ rT,Mbs˚pstqpxq, where we regard t as a constant operator on Rn,
thus by the assumption that rT,Mbs˚ is bounded on L2pRn, L2pMqq,

}rT,Mbs˚psq}L8pM,Lc
2pRnqq

“ sup
}t}L2pMq“1

ˆˆ
Rn

›

›rT,Mbs˚pstqpxq
›

›

2

L2pMq
dx

˙1{2

ď }rT,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq sup
}t}L2pMq“1

ˆˆ
Rn

}spxqt}2L2pMqdx

˙1{2

“ }rT,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq

›

›

›

›

ˆ
Rn

|spxq|2dx

›

›

›

›

1{2

M
.

Thus

(11.9) }rT,Mbsph1q}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq ď }h1}L1pM,Lc

2pRnqq}rT,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq.

Then from (11.4), (11.8) and (11.9) we have

(11.10)

ˇ

ˇ

@

g1, rT,Mbsph1q
D
ˇ

ˇ ď }g1}L2pRnq}h1}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq}rT,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq

≲n,T An|Q|1{2}f}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq}rT,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq

ď An}rT,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq,

where the last inequality is from the definition of Mc-atoms. Similarly, one has

(11.11)
ˇ

ˇ

@

g2, rT,Mbsph2q
Dˇ

ˇ ≲n,T An}rT,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq.
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Moreover, since
˜̃
f P L0

1,QpM, Lc
2pRnqq, by duality and (11.5),

(11.12)

|xb˚,
˜̃
fy| “

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

A

b˚ ´
@ 1Q

mpQq
, b˚

D

,
˜̃
f
E

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

›

›

›

ˆ

b˚ ´
@ 1Q

mpQq
, b˚

D

˙

1Q

›

›

›

L8pM,Lc
2pRnqq

}
˜̃
f}L1pM,Lc

2pRnqq

“ |Q|1{2
›

›MOpb˚;Qq
›

›

M}
˜̃
f}L1pM,Lc

2pRnqq

≲n,T εA|Q|1{2
›

›MOpb˚;Qq
›

›

M}f}L1pM,Lc
2pRnqq

ď εA
›

›MOpb˚;Qq
›

›

M,

where MOpb˚;Qq is defined in (1.6), and εA is a positive number which depends on A and is
much less than 1. Thus from (11.7), (11.10), (11.11) and (11.12) we have

|xb˚, fy| ≲n,T An}rT,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq ` εA
›

›MOpb˚;Qq
›

›

M.

From (11.6), we obtain
›

›MOpb˚;Qq
›

›

M ≲ sup
}f}H1,cpRn,Mq“1

|xb˚, fy|

≲n,T An}rT,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq ` εA
›

›MOpb˚;Qq
›

›

M.

By letting εA be sufficiently less than 1, we deduce

}b}BMOrpRn,Mq “ sup
QĂRn
Q cube

›

›MOpb˚;Qq
›

›

M ≲n,T }rT,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq.

In the same way, we have

}b}BMOcpRn,Mq ≲n,T }rT,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq.

Therefore,
}b}BMOcrpRn,Mq ≲n,T }rT,Mbs}L2pRn,L2pMqqÑL2pRn,L2pMqq.

This completes the proof. □

12. Appendix

We give a new proof of the following theorem in [21, Theorem 1.1] or [6, Theorem 3.1].

Theorem 12.1. Let 1 ă p ă 8 and T P BpL2pRnqq be a singular integral operator with a
kernel Kpx, yq satisfying the standard estimates (1.3). If b P BMOpRnq, then CT,b is bounded
on LppRnq and

}CT,b}LppRnqÑLppRnq ≲n,p,T

`

1 ` }T p1q}BMOpRnq ` }T˚p1q}BMOpRnq

˘

}b}BMOpRnq.

The idea of the proof is the same as that of Theorem 1.6. Via Hytönen’s dyadic martingale
technique, we will derive Theorem 12.1. We also establish the boundedness of commutators
involving martingale paraproducts and pointwise multiplication operator (see Proposition 12.5).

From (2.6) we see that

}b}BMOdpRq “ sup
IPD

1

|I|1{2

ˆ

ÿ

JĎI

d´1
ÿ

i“1

|xhi
J , by|2

˙1{2

.

In [4], Chao and Peng showed that for 1 ă p ă 8, πb is bounded from LppRq to LppRq if and
only if b P BMOdpRq.

Recall that the operator Λb is defined in Lemma 6.1.
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Lemma 12.2. Let 1 ă p ă 8. If b P BMOdpRq, then Λb is bounded on LppRq.

Proof. We use the same notation as that in Corollary 7.2, and the proof of this lemma is also
similar to that of Corollary 7.2. It has been shown in [4] that

(12.1) }pπb˚ q˚}LppRqÑLppRq “ }πb˚ }Lp1 pRqÑLp1 pRq «d,p }b}BMOdpRq.

It remains to estimate }Λb ´ pπb˚ q˚}LppRqÑLppRq.
At first, we show the boundedness of Λb ´ pπb˚ q˚ for p “ 2. Using the same notation as in

Corollary 7.2 and from (7.3) and (7.4), we have

(12.2)

}Λ̃b}L2pRqÑL2pRq ď sup
IPD

}aI1A ` aI2A
2 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` aId´1A

d´1}S8pMdq

ď sup
IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

}aIiA
i}S8pMdq ď sup

IPD

d´1
ÿ

i“1

|aIi |

“ sup
IPD

1

|I|1{2

d´1
ÿ

i“1

|xhi
I , by| ď pd ´ 1q}b}BMOdpRq.

Hence, we obtain that Λ̃b is bounded on L2pRq.

Next, we prove that Λ̃b satisfies weak type (1,1). Assume f P L1pRq and let λ ą 0. In the
same way as in [46, Lemma 2.7], we have the Calderón-Zygmund decomposition f “ g ` h with

(1) }g}L8pRq ď dλ, }g}L1pRq ď }f}L1pRq;

(2) h “
ř

j

hj , where hj “

ˆ

f ´

B

1Ij

|Ij |
, f

F˙

1Ij “
ř

JĎIj

d´1
ř

l“1

xhl
J , fyhl

J and tIju form a sequence

of disjoint d-adic intervals such that
ř

j

|Ij | ď
}f}L1pRq

λ .

We see that Λ̃b is of strong type (2,2). In particular, (12.2) implies that

(12.3)

|t|Λ̃bpgq| ą λ{2u| ď 4pd ´ 1q}b}BMOdpRq

}g}2L2pRq

λ2

ď 4pd ´ 1q}b}BMOdpRq

}g}L8pRq}f}L1pRq

λ2

ď 4dpd ´ 1q}b}BMOdpRq

}f}L1pRq

λ
.

On the other hand, from (6.2) we deduce that suppΛ̃phjq Ď Ij , and

(12.4) |t|Λ̃bphq| ą λ{2u| ď | Yj Ij | ď
}f}L1pRq

λ
.

Then from (12.3) and (12.4), we conclude that

|t|Λ̃bpfq| ą λu| ď |t|Λ̃bpgq| ą λ{2u| ` |t|Λ̃bphq| ą λ{2u|

ď p4dpd ´ 1q}b}BMOdpRq ` 1q
}f}L1pRq

λ
.

Hence Λ̃b is of weak type (1,1). Using interpolation and duality argument, we obtain that Λ̃b is
bounded on LppRq for 1 ă p ă 8. □

Remark 12.3. There is another easy proof for the boundedness of Λb on LppRq when 1 ă p ‰

2 ă 8. By the duality between the d-adic martingale Hardy space Hd
1 pRq (see the definition in

(2.7)) and the d-adic martingale BMO space BMOdpRq, we see that if b P BMOdpRq, then Λb

is bounded from Hd
1 pRq to L1pRq. Using the boundedness of Λb on L2pRq and by interpolation,
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we conclude that Λb is bounded on LppRq for 1 ă p ď 2. The boundedness of Λb on LppRq for
2 ď p ă 8 follows from the duality.

We now provide the following useful lemma.

Lemma 12.4. Let 1 ă p ă 8, f P LppRq and b P BMOdpRq. Then
›

›

›

›

sup
kPZ

ˇ

ˇEk´1

`

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djf
˘
ˇ

ˇ

›

›

›

›

LppRq

≲p }b}BMOdpRq}f}LppRq.

Proof. By the Hölder inequality, one has
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Ek´1

ˆ

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djf

˙
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“ |Ek´1pb ´ bk´1qpf ´ fk´1q|

ď
`

Ek´1|b ´ bk´1|q
˘1{q

¨
`

Ek´1|f ´ fk´1|q
1˘1{q1

,

where q “
2p
p´1 and 1

q ` 1
q1 “ 1. From the martingale John-Nirenberg inequality we have

(12.5) }b}BMOdpRq «q sup
kPZ

›

›Ek´1|b ´ bk´1|q
›

›

1{q

8
.

Hence by (12.5),
›

›

›

›

sup
kPZ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Ek´1

ˆ

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djf

˙
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

›

›

›

›

LppRq

ď

›

›

›

›

sup
kPZ

`

Ek´1|b ´ bk´1|q
˘1{q

¨ sup
kPZ

`

Ek´1|f ´ fk´1|q
1˘1{q1

›

›

›

›

LppRq

≲p }b}BMOdpRq ¨

›

›

›

›

sup
kPZ

`

Ek´1|f ´ fk´1|q
1˘1{q1

›

›

›

›

LppRq

.

Note that |f |q
1

P Lp{q1 pRq and p{q1 ą 1, by the Doob maximal inequality,
›

›

›

›

sup
kPZ

`

Ek´1|f ´ fk´1|q
1˘1{q1

›

›

›

›

LppRq

≲p

›

›

›

›

sup
kPZ

`

Ek´1|f |q
1˘1{q1

›

›

›

›

LppRnq

`
›

›sup
kPZ

|fk´1|
›

›

LppRq

≲p }f}LppRq.

Therefore
›

›

›

›

sup
kPZ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Ek´1

ˆ

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djf

˙
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

›

›

›

›

LppRq

≲p }b}BMOdpRq}f}LppRq,

as desired. □

Before proving Theorem 12.1, we give the following two propositions concerning the bound-
edness of commutators involving martingale paraproducts.

Proposition 12.5. Let 1 ă p ă 8. If a, b P BMOdpRq, then rπa,Mbs is bounded on LppRq and

}rπa,Mbs}LppRqÑLppRq ≲d,p }a}BMOdpRq}b}BMOdpRq.

Moreover, rπ˚
a ,Mbs is bounded on LppRq and

}rπ˚
a ,Mbs}LppRqÑLppRq ≲d,p }a}BMOdpRq}b}BMOdpRq.
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Proof. We use the same notation as that in the proof of Proposition 7.3. Recall that Rb is defined
in (6.5). We will first focus on the estimate of the norm }rπa, Rbs}LppRqÑLppRq. From (7.8) we
have

rπa, Rbs “ ´πaΘb ` Va,b.

By Lemma 12.2, one has

(12.6)
}πaΘb}LppRqÑLppRq ď }πa}LppRnqÑLppRq

`

}πb}LppRqÑLppRq ` }Λb}LppRqÑLppRq

˘

≲d,p }a}BMOdpRq}b}BMOdpRq.

For any f P LppRq and g P Lp1 pRq,

xVa,bpfq, gy “
ÿ

kPZ

B

dka ¨ Ek´1

ˆ

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djf

˙

, g

F

“
ÿ

kPZ

B

dka, dkg ¨ Ek´1

ˆ

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djf

˙F

“

B

a,
ÿ

kPZ
dkg ¨ Ek´1

ˆ

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djf

˙F

.

To use duality, we need to estimate the following
(12.7)

›

›

›

›

ÿ

kPZ
dkg ¨ Ek´1

ˆ

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djf

˙
›

›

›

›

Hd
1 pRq

“

›

›

›

›

ˆ

ÿ

kPZ
|dkg|2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Ek´1

ˆ

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djf

˙
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2˙1{2›
›

›

›

L1pRq

ď

›

›

›

›

ˆ

ÿ

kPZ
|dkg|2

˙1{2

¨ sup
kPZ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Ek´1

ˆ

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djf

˙
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

›

›

›

›

L1pRq

ď }Spgq}Lp1 pRq ¨

›

›

›

›

sup
kPZ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Ek´1

ˆ

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djf

˙
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

›

›

›

›

LppRq

≲p }b}BMOdpRq}g}Lp1 pRq}f}LppRq,

where the third inequality is from the Hölder inequality, and the fourth is from Lemma 12.4.
Therefore

|xVa,bpfq, gy| ≲ }a}BMOdpRq

›

›

›

›

ÿ

kPZ
dkg ¨ Ek´1

ˆ

ÿ

jěk

djb ¨ djf

˙›

›

›

›

Hd
1 pRq

≲p }a}BMOdpRq}b}BMOdpRq}g}Lp1 pRq}f}LppRq.

This implies that

(12.8) }Va,b}LppRqÑLppRq ≲p }a}BMOdpRq}b}BMOdpRq.

From (12.6) and (12.8) we have

}rπa, Rbs}LppRqÑLppRq ≲d,p }a}BMOdpRq}b}BMOdpRq.

Recall that

rπa,Mbs “ rπa, πbs ` rπa, Λbs ` rπa, Rbs.

Since πa is bounded on LppRq, by the triangle inequality we deduce that

}rπa,Mbs}LppRqÑLppRq ≲d,p }a}BMOdpRq}b}BMOdpRq.

Recall that

rπ˚
a ,Mbs˚ “ ´rπa,Mb˚ s.
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Hence

}rπ˚
a ,Mbs}LppRqÑLppRq “ }rπa,Mb˚ s}Lp1 pRqÑLp1 pRq ≲d,p }a}BMOdpRq}b}BMOdpRq.

This completes the proof. □

We can define the martingale BMO space BMOω,2npRnq on Rn by virtue of Hη
I similarly

as in (2.6). More precisely, BMOω,2npRnq associated with the dyadic system Dω on Rn is the
space consisting of all locally integrable functions b such that

(12.9) }b}BMOω,2n pRnq “ sup
IPDω

1

|I|1{2

ˆ

ÿ

JĎI

ÿ

ηPt0,1un0

|xHη
J , by|2

˙1{2

ă 8.

Then Lemma 12.2 and Proposition 12.5 also hold for the dyadic system Dω. It is straightforward
to verify that if b P BMOpRnq, then b P BMOω,2npRnq and

}b}BMOω,2n pRnq ď }b}BMOpRnq.

We come to the proof of Theorem 12.1.

Proof of Theorem 12.1. We use the same notation as that in the proof of Theorem 1.6. From
Proposition 12.5, we have

}rπω
T p1q,Mbs}LppRnqÑLppRnq ≲n,p }T p1q}BMOpRnq}b}BMOpRnq

and
}rpπω

T˚p1qq˚,Mbs}LppRnqÑLppRnq ≲n,p }T˚p1q}BMOpRnq}b}BMOpRnq.

By Theorem 6.6, it suffices to estimate }rSij
ω ,Mbs}LppRnqÑLppRnq for any i, j P NY t0u. Note that

by the triangle inequality

}rSij
ω ,Mbs}LppRnqÑLppRnq

ď }rSij
ω , πbs}LppRnqÑLppRnq ` }rSij

ω , Λbs}LppRnqÑLppRnq ` }rSij
ω , Rbs}LppRnqÑLppRnq.

Here πb, Λb and Rb are with respect to the dyadic system Dω. From [4] and Lemma 12.2, we
know that

}πb}LppRnqÑLppRnq ≲n,p }b}BMOω,2n pRnq, }Λb}LppRnqÑLppRnq ≲n,p }b}BMOω,2n pRnq.

However, Sij
ω is bounded on LppRnq. Therefore one has

}rSij
ω , πbs}LppRnqÑLppRnq ≲ }Sij

ω }LppRnqÑLppRnq}πb}LppRnqÑLppRnq

≲n,p pi ` jq}b}BMOω,2n pRnq ≲n,p pi ` jq}b}BMOpRnq.

Analogously, we have

}rSij
ω , Λbs}LppRnqÑLppRnq ≲n,p pi ` jq}b}BMOpRnq.

It remains to estimate }rSij
ω , Rbs}LppRnqÑLppRnq for any i, j P N Y t0u. We will show that

}rSij
ω , Rbs}LppRnqÑLppRnq increases with polynomial growth with respect to i and j uniformly

on ω. Then from Theorem 6.6 and the triangle inequality, the desired result will follow.
We first prove

(12.10) }rSij
ω , Rbs}L2pRnqÑL2pRnq ≲n }b}BMOpRnq.

Without loss of generality, we can assume ω “ 0. Let Φ “ rSij
0 , Rbs. The forms of Φ and BK

(K P D0) have been given in (6.17) and (6.18) respectively. From (6.19) we know Φ˚Φ is a block
diagonal matrix with blocks B˚

KBK for all K P D0. Hence

(12.11) }Φ}L2pRnqÑL2pRnq “ }Φ˚Φ}
1{2
L2pRnqÑL2pRnq

“ sup
kPZ

sup
KPD0

k

}B˚
KBK}

1{2
L2pRnqÑL2pRnq

.
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Now we fix k P Z and K P D0
k. We write B˚

KBK in the matrix form rB˚
KBKs with respect to the

basis tHζ
Qu, where Q P D0, Q Ď K , ℓpQq “ 2´iℓpKq and ζ P t0, 1un0 . Then using the triangle

inequality, one has

}B˚
KBK}L2pRnqÑL2pRnq “ }rB˚

KBKs}S8pM2inp2n´1q
q

ď
ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

η

›

›WK,J,η
›

›

S8pM2inp2n´1q
q
,

where WK,J,η is defined in (6.21). Analogously to (6.22), we deduce

›

›WK,J,η
›

›

S8pM2inp2n´1q
q

“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

QPD0;QĎK

ℓpQq“2´iℓpKq

ζPt0,1u
n
0

aζηQJKaζηQJKbQJbQJ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
ÿ

QPD0;QĎK

ℓpQq“2´iℓpKq

ζPt0,1u
n
0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

aζηQJKbQJ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

,

where bIJ “ x1I

|I|
, by ´ x1J

|J|
, by for any I, J P D0. This implies that

}Φ}L2pRnqÑL2pRnq ď sup
kPZ

sup
KPD0

k

ˆ

ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

η

ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ÿ

ξ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

aξηIJKbIJ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2˙1{2

.

Note that |aξηIJK | ď 2´pi`jqn{2 in (6.13), bIJ “ bIK ´ bJK and bIK ¨ 1I “ pbk`i ´ bkq ¨ 1I . Then
by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

(12.12)

ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

η

ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ÿ

ξ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

aξηIJKbIJ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

ď
p2n ´ 1q2

2pi`jqn

ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

|bIJ |2

ď
p2n ´ 1q2

2pi`jqn

ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

2p|bIK |2 ` |bJK |2q

“
p2n ´ 1q2

2in´1

ÿ

IPD0;IĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

|bIK |2 `
p2n ´ 1q2

2jn´1

ÿ

JPD0;JĎK

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

|bJK |2

“ p2n ´ 1q22kn`1

ˆ

}pbk`i ´ bkq1K}2L2pRnq ` }pbk`j ´ bkq1K}2L2pRnq

˙

.

We also notice that

}pbk`i ´ bkq1K}2L2pRnq “

ˆ
K

Ekp|bk`iptq ´ bkptq|2qdt ď |K|}b}2BMO0,2n pRnq
.

Hence

(12.13) }Φ}L2pRnqÑL2pRnq ≲n }b}BMO0,2n pRnq ď }b}BMOpRnq.
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Now we prove that Φ is of weak type (1,1). Assume f P L1pRnq and let λ ą 0. We let

Aξη
IJK “ aξηIJKbIJ , then by (6.18)

(12.14)

Φpfq “
ÿ

KPD0

ÿ

I,JPD0;I,JĎK

ℓpIq“2´iℓpKq

ℓpJq“2´jℓpKq

ÿ

ξ,η

Aξη
IJKxHξ

I , fyHη
J .

Note that if Ĩ is the parent of I, then
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

B

1I

|I|
, b

F

´

B

1Ĩ

|Ĩ|
, b

F
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
1

|I|

ˆ
I

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

bptq ´

B

1Ĩ

|Ĩ|
, b

F
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

dt

ď
2n

|Ĩ|

ˆ
Ĩ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

bptq ´

B

1Ĩ

|Ĩ|
, b

F
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

dt

ď 2n}b}BMO0,2n pRnq.

Together with the triangle inequality, this implies that

|Aξη
IJK | “ |aξηIJK ||bIJ | ď |aξηIJK ||bIK | ` |aξηIJK ||bJK | ď 2npi ` jq}b}BMO0,2n pRnq|aξηIJK |.

Thus the operator Φ can be written as a multiple of Sij
0 . Recall that Sij

0 is also of weak type
(1,1), and hence for any λ ą 0

|t|Φpfq| ą λu| ≲n ipi ` jq}b}BMO0,2n pRnq

}f}L1pRnq

λ
.

Therefore using interpolation and duality, Φ “ rSij
0 , Rbs is bounded on LppRnq. Since the

above estimation is independent of the choose of ω, one has

}rSij
ω , Rbs}LppRnqÑLppRnq ≲n,p pi ` jq2}b}BMOpRnq,

which yields

}rSij
ω ,Mbs}LppRnqÑLppRnq ≲n,p pi ` j ` 1q2}b}BMOpRnq.

As a consequence,

}rT,Mbs}LppRnqÑLppRnq

“

›

›

›

›

„

C1pT qEω

8
ÿ

i,j“0
maxti,juą0

τpi, jqSij
ω ` C2pT qEωS

00
ω ` Eωπ

ω
T p1q ` Eωpπω

T˚p1qq˚,Mb

ȷ
›

›

›

›

LppRnqÑLppRnq

≲T

8
ÿ

i,j“0

τpi, jqEω}rSij
ω ,Mbs}LppRnqÑLppRnq ` Eω}rπω

T p1q ` pπω
T˚p1qq˚,Mbs}LppRnqÑLppRnq

≲n,p,T

`

1 ` }T p1q}BMOpRnq ` }T˚p1q}BMOpRnq

˘

}b}BMOpRnq.

This completes the proof. □
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